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Digests of Recent Opinions 


NEGLIGENCE — ASSU MPTION 
OF RISK — Where the facts 
proven permit the inference 
that defendant breached a posi- 
tive duty to plaintiff, such as 
exercising ordinary care to pro- 
vide a place reasonably safe for 
the work to be done, the mere 
knowledge by plaintiff that 
there is a degree of risk in his 
use of the premises does not as 
a matter of law constitute as- 
sumption of risk; such know- 
ledge and the degree of risk 
assumed go only to the issue of 
contributory negligence to be 
determined on the overall fac- 
tual issue of the reasonableness 
of plaintiff’s action in the light 
of all the circumstances. 

—Held, where jury could find 
workman dropped two feet to 
ground from doorsill of house 
which had no steps and no bet- 
ter entrance, it was error to 
find assumption of risk as mat- 

ter of law. 

Digested from an opinion by 
ford, J.A.D., rendered Septem- 

pr 19, 1958. Appellate Div. Coffey 

 Middlesex- Spotswood. For ap- 
lant—Carl A. Frahn (Strong 
and Strong, attys). For respon- 
dent — Philip M.  Lustbader| 
hneider, Lustbader & Morgan, 


Con 
¥. 
pel 











Plaintiff was a sheet metal 
worker whose employer had con- | 
t 1 with defendant to install 

systems in homes being 
icted by defendant as a de- 


per. His work required his en- 
try 1 egress from buildings in 
jurse of construction before en- 
trance steps were erected. While 
ving one of these buildings he 
























isted his ankle. He sued on the 
heory that defendant breached 
to provide him with a 


ace to work. At the conclu- 
the trial the court dis- 
the action solely on the 
of assumption of risk. 
tiff appealed and the sole 
raised is whether the dis- 
supportable on the 
nd of assumption of 





of 
a 
d 

nd 





- 


is 
risk. 

he building plaintiff was leav- 
ould not feasibly be entered 
through the opening for 
ont door. The doorsill was 
from ground level. Plain- 
d been in and out of the 
g several times on the day 
d without incident and had 
in 15 to 20 other houses 
development by climbing 
cand out of the front door open- 
“33. He testified he saw the sit- 
<2ton but couldn’t do anything 
out It as he had to go where 
~ was told to and had to work. 
ified at the trial that he 
elf down on the sill hang- 
eet over the side so that 
were about 2 feet from the 
nd then “let myself go” 
he did not stand up an 

On cross examination he 
* Conironted with testimony he 
tn on depositions before trial 
nad to jump down the 
t” and that while he then 
Sat or crouched before 
g, he also said he did not 
“on his buttocks”. At 
1 he explained that he 
Sit all the way down on his 
ks as there were nails stick- 
and rough wood, that he 
down before letting him- 
the doorsill and that he 
ed going through air, even 
J . foot, a jump, and that 
taken a running jump. 
Defendant urges that 
the oe it must be 








actu 



















tion n for dismissal plaint ift 
Ztled to every favorable legit- 


imate inference possible from the 
testimony. So viewing the proofs, 
the jury could have found plain- 
tiff crouched or squatted on the 
sill, let his feet down, and then 
dropped his body the rest of the 
way and that the ensuing jump 
or drop encompassed only two 
feet. The question then is wheth- 
er that action, under the circum- 
stances present, constituted as- 
sumption of risk or contributory 
negligence as a matter of law 
barring recovery. 

A valuable analysis and summa- 
tion of the varying senses in 
which the term “assumption of 
risk” has been used was given by 
Judge Clapp in Klinsky v. Hansen, 


Venue In Limitation Of 
Liability Actions 





Discussed 

A petition for exoneration or 
limitation of liability in an ad- 
miralty proceeding must be filed 
in the District Court of the 
U.S. in which the petitioner’s 
vessel has been libeled to an- 
swer any claim in respect to 
which the petitioner seeks to 
limit liability, and if the vessel 
has not been libeled, the petition 
may be filed in any district in 
| which the owner has been sued 
in respect to any such claim 
sought to be limited. It is not 
necessary that the petition be 
filed in the district in which 
suits against the owner were 


38 N.J. Super. 439. In the situa-| 


tion where the facts proven per- 
mit the inference that defendant 
has breached a positive duty to 
plaintiff, such as, in the present 
case, 
care 
sonably ; 


(Continue d on page 2, col. 1) 


to render the premises rea- 
safe for the work to be 





‘First Valuation of Be Bank 
Stock Under R.S. 17:9A- 
141 Made 


In Trenton Trust v. 


that of exercising ordinary | 


first filed. This was the holding 
of the U.S. Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals for the Third Circuit in Peti- 


tion of Tiedemann, No. 12556, 
filed Sept 26, 1958. 

In the proceeding involved, a 
|collision between  petitioner’s 
ship and another occured in the 
Delaware River resulting in the 


| members 
|sunken ship 
| against 


' 


| 


Kahn, | 


Chancery Division C-2254-55, the | 


court was called upon for the first 
time to appoint appraisers 
determine the value of shares of 
stock of a bank pursuant to the 
provisions of R.S. 17:9A-141. The 
court appointed Sido L. Ridolfi, 
Paul Loser and Horace K. Corbin 
as appraisers. The appraisers took 
extensive testimony and ultimate- 
ly arrived at a value of $67.29 per 
share. The report filed by the 
appraisers, however, indicated 
that Mr. Ridolfi had initially valu- 
ed the stock at $69.12 per share 
and Messrs. Loser and Corbin at 
$65.45 per share. Each presented 
the avenues which had led to 
their initial conclusions. 

At the outset, it was agreed 
that the statute directed the ap- 
praisers to determine “the value” 
of the shares, that the valuation 
must be made on the theory that 
the Bank is and was a going con- 
cern as distinguished from the 
value that would have been paid 
to stockholders if the bank were 
treated as being in liquidation, 
and that the statute did not speci- 
fy how the determination of value 


was to be made or what factors 


were to be considered. 

The appraisers were in accord 
that “value of the stock” as used 
in the statute meant more than 
the mere ascertainment of “mar- 
ket price” or “market value” and 
was to encompass such facts as 
asset value, market 
ing record and the like. Mr. Ridolfi, 
reaching his conclusion, used 
book value, earnings, market val- 
ue and dividends, capitalizing 
the earnings and dividends to 
arrive at a value. He made no 
allowance for “good will” or “ac- 
quisition or franchise value” hold- 
ing these were included in and 
reflected in earnings, dividends 
and market value. Messrs. Loser 
and Corbin also used book value, 
capitalization on earnings, capi- 
talization of dividends and mar- 
ket price and likewise held “good 
was included in these fac- 
tors and should not be separately 
valued. 

In fixing the book value, Mr. 
Ridolfi found same to be $77.27 
and Messrs. Loser and Corbin 
$69.94. All three agreed on the 
valuation by capitalization of 
earnings and dividends and of 
market price. All three further 
agreed that the value to be fixed 


in 
ail 


sy yey 


(Continued on page 2, col. 1) 


value, earn-| 


to | 


sinking of the other on the Dela- 
ware side of the river. Actions by ° 

the crew of the 
were then institued 


of 





pe 
of Pennsylvania. There- 
after petitioner libeled the sunk- 
en ship in the District of Delaware 
and the owners thereof in turn 
cross libeled petitioner’s ship. Peti- 
tioner then filed a petition in the 
Delaware District for exoneration 
or limitation of its liability. Appel- 
lants moved dismiss the peti- 
tion or transfer the case to the 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania. 
The motions were denied and on 


District 


Ov 


to 









appeal the denial was affirmed 
holding that under Admiralty 
Rule 54 venue of the petition was 
properly laid in Delaware. 


Lawyers Advised To Take 
Fees In Conciliation 
Cases 





LOS ANGELES (ACCN) —A 
Conciliation Court judge here 
has declared it is not im- 


hat 


proper or un ical for attorneys 
to collect jos professional 








services in conciliation cases. 
“Attorneys are entitled to and 
completely justified in charging 
a fee for professional services 
in a conciliation case,” Superior 


Court Judge Roger A. Pfaff told 
the Southeast Bar Assn. 

“There is no reason why an 
attorney sho be compen- 
sated for his time devoted to 
conferences, secretarial help, or 


uld not 


the preparation of a petition in 
the Conciliation Court,” he add- 
ed. 

“There seems to have grown 


up an attitude that professional 
services employed in saving a 
marriage are of no value,” he 
said. 

“An attorney 
announce in court, 
parties that if they 
cile I would w 
is misplaced 
psychology,” ob: 

“The attorne 


frequently will 
‘I told the 
would recon- 
ve my fee.’ This 
\erosity and bad 
5 erved the judge. 
who uses his 
good offices to | ‘save a marriage 
through reconciliation proced- 
ures is performing a much more 
valuable service to his client 
and to the community than in 
procuring an interlocutory judg- 
ment.” 
Judge Pfaff praised the coop- 
eration of the legal profession 


Wal 
en 








g 
0 





in furthering Conciliation Court | 


procedures. 

“A large part of the success 
of the Conciliation Court is due 
to its use and support by law- 
yers. Ninety per cent of all cas- 
es filed in this court are attor- 
ney referrals,” he reported. 


titioner in the Eastern | 


The Small Business Tax Revision 
Act of 1958 


by Harold Kamens and William 
A. Ancier 


On September 2, 1958, the 
President signed into law a host 
of amendments to the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954. While 
many changes were of a tech- 
nical or perfecting nature, a 
goodly number of major sub- 
stantive changes were included 
therein. 

Since the importance of these 
|amendments extends to all law- 
yers regardless of their type of 
practice, the highlights of some 
of the more significant provi- 
sions are set forth in convenient 
Question and Answer form. 
INSTALLMENT PAYMENTS OF 

ESTATE TAX 

Q. Does the Internal Revenue 
Code now liberalize the payment 
of estate taxes? 

A. Yes, the Small Business Tax 
Revision Act of 1948, which be- 








Court Rules Employee 
May Use Skill Acquired 
In Former Employment 


LOS ANGELES (ACCN) — 
Striking at contracts which bind 
skilled employees not to disclose 
trade secrets, Chief U.S. District 
Judge Leon R. Yankwich in 
75 page opinion has declared 
that, regardless of any contract, 
courts have no power to compel 
a man who changes his employ- 
ment to wipe clean the slate of 
his memory and prevent him 
from using for his own benefit 
or the benefit of another em- 
ployer the skill he has acquired 
in the course of such employ- 
ment. 


The ruling was made in de- 
ciding in favor of the defend- 
ants an action brought by Sarkes 
Tarzian, seeking to recover from 
Audio Devices and eight former 
employees of Tarzian the sum of 
$2 million and un-named profits, 
and also seeking to enjoin the 
defendants from continuing to 
use manufacturing processes and 
skills acquired in the manufac- 
ture of rectifiers. 


The plaintiff was represented 
by Dryden, Harrington, Horgan 
& Swartz of Los Angeles, Dutton 
& Kappes of Indianapolis and 
Mason, Kolehmainen, Rathburn 
& Wyss of Chicago. Birnbaum 
& Hemmerling of Los Angeles 
and Pennie, Edmonds, Morton, 
Barrows & Taylor of New York 
appeared for the defendants. 


a 


Monmouth and Ocean 
Lawyers To Meet With 
Accountants 


The Monmouth Bar Associa- 
tion, the Ocean County Bar As- 
sociation and the Ocean County 
Lawyers Club will hold a joint 
dinner meeting with the Mon- 
mouth-Ocean Chapter C. P. A. 
Society on Thursday, October 
9th, at 7:30 P. M. The meeting 
will be held at the Georgian 
House, State Highway No. 35 one 
mile north of Asbury Traffic 
Circle. Admission, payable at the 
door, is $5.00 including gratuity. 


The program of the evening 
will be a discussion of the topic 
“Spheres of Co-operation Be- 
' tween the Legal and Accounting 
| Professions.” The speakers will 
be Andrew B. Young, Esq. of the 

Philadelphia Bar and Oscar Gel- 
lein, a New York C. P. A. asso- 
ciated with a Newark account- 
ing firm. 


came law on September 2, 1958, 
gives the executor of certain 
estates the right to pay all or 
part of the estate taxes over a 
period of ten years. 

Q. Wasn’t the executor able to 
pay the estate tax over a period 
of 10 years under the prior law? 

A. Yes, but not as a matter of 
right. The taxing authorities 
then had the discretion to ex- 
tend the time for payment to 
a period not exceeding 10 years 
if they determined that undue 
hardship to the estate would 
otherwise result. 


Q. Does the estate have to pay 
interest on the installment pay- 
ments? 

A. Yes, at the rate of 4 per 
cent. Under prior law, the rate 
of interest was 6 per cent, un- 
less undue hardship could be 
proved to the satisfaction of the 
taxing authorities. 

Q. Is the right of installment 
payments available to all estates? 

A. No, the amendment applies 
only to those estates of a citizen 
or resident which consist largely 
of an interest in a closely held 
business. 

Q. What is “an interest in 2 
closely held business”? 











A. Any one of the following 
three things: (1) an interest in 
a trade or busi 


a proprietor 





in a partne 

trade or | s 

¢ } anitad 

of the capital 
such partnership is inclu 


determining 


the decedent ¢ 


the gross 








the provi 
A. It may 
20% capital interest, 
qualifying interest. 
Q. As of what 
above determ 
A. As of th 
before the dece dent's ( 





anc 


inati 


aes ed 










Q. If a man has “an interes 
in a closely held business” when 
he dies, —- his executor elect 
to pay the estate tax over a 
period of 10 years? 

A. Only if such interest ex- 
ceeds either (1) 35% of the value 
of his gross estate, or (2) 50% 
of his taxable estate. 

Q. What is the difference be- 
tween a decedent's gross estate 
and his taxable estate? 

A. The gross estate is the total 
of all one’s propert real or 
personal, tangible ntangibl 
wherever situated, except real 
property situated outsic de of the 
United States, whereas the tax- 
able estate is the gross estat r 


less an exemption of $60,000 an d 
also less the deductions allowed 
by law, such as — hang 
administration expen debts, 
losses, charitable gifts ane the 
marital deduction. 

Q. Can the entire estate 
be paid in installments? 

A. Not in all cases. The max- 
imum amount of estate tax that 
m ay be paid in installments is 

imited to that portion of the 
estate tax which is attributable 


tax 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





(Continued from page 1) 





| behavior is not fairly debatable, | 
|and consequently direct dismis- | 
done, the mere knowledge by the! sa] of the action. 


But the case should be weighted (a) 50% 


Valuation 


| 


(Continued from page 1) 





to 


plaintiff that there is a degree | made must measure up to the} adjusted book value and (b) 50% 
of risk in his use of the premises| standards laid down for finding | to the average of the other three 


does not as a matter of law bar his 


action on the theory of assump- 
tion of risk. Such knowledge and 
the degree of risk assumed go 
only in such case to the issue of 
plaintiff’s contributory negligence 
and the over-all factual issue is 
the reasonableness of plaintiff’s 
exercise of care for his own safe- 
ty in the light of all the attendant 
circumstances, including avail- 
ability of safer alternatives and 
the employment exigencies lead- 
ing to the exposure to the risk. 
The fact of exposure to hazard is 
only one element of plaintiff’s be- 
havior to be weighed in such case. 

In a given case the degree of 
hazard to which plaintiff exposes 
himself may be so great that as 
against the surrounding circum- 
stances the court might properly 
conclude the imprudence of his 





WRITING PORTFOLIO 


Ideal for saving-by-mail and other 
correspondence. Includes ball point 
pen, stationery, desk blotter and 
save-by-mail envelopes. FREE with 
new savings accounts, $10 or more 
(one to a person). Open account in 
person or use coupon below. WE 
PAY POSTAGE BOTH WAYS ON 
MAIL ACCOUNTS. 


1 % compounded 
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dividend times a yearl 
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SAVINGS INSURED TO $10,000 


| contributory negligence as a mat- 
ter of law. The alleged negligence 
must be clearly seen conclusively 
as a fact or as a necessary and 
exclusive inference from the plain- 
tiff’s proofs, otherwise the issue 
is for the jury. 

The issue here was for the jury. 
The jury might have found it 
was not unreasonable for plain- 
tiff to take the risk of a 2 foot 
drop in view of the number of 
times he had safely taken com- 
parable risks previously and the 
practical exigencies of the job he 
had to perform. 

Reversed. 


MUNICIPAL LAW — ZONING — 


PLANNING — REAL PROPER- 
TY — Planning Board approval 


ready filed map though such 











present zoning and planning re- 
| quirements. 

—A sale of lets in accordance with 
the lines delineated on a map 
filed under the Old Map Act is 

| not a “subdivision” under the 

Planning Act of 1953. 

|—The delineation of lots on a 

| map, filed with municipal ap- 
proval, though sufficient to en- 
able conveyances accordingly 
without Planning Board appro- 
val, does not necessarily guar- 
antee that each lot will be suf- 


building is subject to the re- 

quirements for building permits 

and to the zoning ordinances 

then in effect. 

Digested from an opinion by 
| Freund, J.A.D., rendered Sept. 19, 


| 1958. Appellate Div. Goldstein v. | 


Planning Board. For appellant— 


| Harry L. Sears (Young & Sears, | 


;attys). For respondents—Richard 
| Heller (Heller & Laiks, attys). 


The question for determination | 


is whether plaintiffs as owners of 
lots laid out on a map filed under 
the Old Map Act, R.S. 46:23-1 et 


seq, may convey these lots with- | 


| methods of valuation. Using this 
| standard Mr. Ridolfi’s first ap- 
| praisal, based on an adjusted book 
| value of $77.27 was $69.12 per 
| share and that of Messrs. Loser 
and Corbin, based on an adjust- 
ed book value of $69.94 was $65.45 
|per share. The report then goes 
| on to point out that no three 
| People hearing 12 days of testi- 
mony with masses of figures can 
come to the same exact finding, 
that there were numerous in- 
stances where honest differences 
of opinion could and did exist, 
that it was not Mr. Ridolfi’s con- 





| 
| 


| Rules Judge's Refusal 


| 
| The US. Circuit Court of Ap- 
|peals for the Third Circuit, by a 
| divided court, ruled that the re- 
|fusal of a Federal District Court 
| Judge to disqualify himself for 
alleged bias or prejudice on an 
application under Sec. 144, Title 
U.S.C. is reviewable only by 
| appeal when and if the defendant 
}is convicted and that the court 
| will not review the sufficiency of 
| the affidavits filed in support of 
| the application in advance of such 
| appeal nor issue a writ of manda- 
|mus or prohibition removing the 
| District Court Judge except in 
|rare and exceptional circum- 
| stances. This was the holding in 
| Green v. Murphy, opinion by Chief 
| Judge Biggs, filed September 25. 


clusion that his figure nor Messrs. | 
Loser and Corbin’s conclusion that| In the matter before the Court, 
their figure was the only correct | the petitioner had applied to the 
valuation or answer, that each} Circuit Court of Appeals for a 


| 
| ficient to build upon; any future | 
| 
| 


appraiser could conscientiously 





is not required to sell lots in| justify a valuation between the | directing District 
accordance with the existing | two figures found, and that they| Murphy not to proceed further 
lot and street lines on an al-| unanimously concur, not asa com-| With a case in which petitioner 


| promise, but after further con- 
| per share. 

The report is an interesting and 
informative critique on the law 
| and practicalities of valuation. 
| 
!ordinance of Lincoln Park re- 
| quires minimum lot sizes of 100’ 
|x 150’ and the Borough’s subdivi- 
| sion ordinance requires a mini- 
|mum dedicated street width of 
150 feet. Defendant contends a 
|sale of the lots, though deiineat- 
ed on a map conforming in all 
respects to the requirements of 
the Old Map Act, would be “a 
subdivision” within the meaning 
| of the Municipal Planning Act of 
| 1953, N.J.S. 40:55-1.1 et seq, and 
hence requires approval of the 
| Planning Board and adherence to 
| the requirements and regulations 
;now in effect. 
| Held: The trial court properly 
| held that under N.J.S.A. 40:55-1.1 
the Legislature granted munici- 
palities only the right to regu- 
|late ‘‘subdivisions” whereas the 











under the Old Map Act could not 
constitute “subdivision”. 


Defendant argues that if Plan-| 
ning Board approval is not requir- | 


sale of lots shown on maps filed | 


| writ of mandamus or prohibition 
Court Judge 


| was defendant. The petition was 


map does not conform with | sideration, in a valuation of $67.29| based on the refusal of Judge 


|Murphy to disqualify himself be- 
| cause of the allegations of an af- 
| fidavit filed by petitioner under 
|Sec. 144 purportedly establishing 


== | bias and prejudice on Judge Mur- 


|phy’s part. In denying the peti- 
| tion, Chief Judge Biggs, writing 
|'for the majority, said in part: 
“We are of the opinion that the 
case at bar is ruled by legal prin- 
ciples which, although they may 
have been cloudy in the past, are 
now clearly defined. It is now 
settled law that the judge against 
whom an affidavit of bias and 
prejudice is filed under Section 
144, must himself pass on the 
legal sufficiency of the facts al- 
j meee and that in so doing he 
| 





must accept the allegations of 
| the affidavit as true. A United 
| States district judge therefore 
| possesses the jurisdiction, the 
| power, to pass upon the question 
'as to whether he must withdraw 
|from the case by reason of the 
allegations of his disqualification 
| contained in the affidavit. This 
|necessarily includes the power to 
decide the question wrongly as 
well as rightly .. . Only what is 
set forth in the affidavit of bias 





Money saved by 15th of any mosth 


earns from Ist of that month 


MOHAWK SAVINGS © 


singly or in groups without ap- 
proval of defendant 


could be so sold and defendant 
appeals. 

The map was filed in 1924 and 
laid out lots 50’x 100’ with streets 
20 feet wide. The present zoning 


and Loan Association 
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MI 2-3650 
Daily, 9 a.m. to 4 p.m.; 
OPEN WED. EVES. UNTIL 8 P.M. 
FREE PARKING across the street 





Financial Printers 


SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and document: 
required for filing and registration with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 


New Jersey Division of 


PANDICK PRESS, INC. 
71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. 
TELEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 

















ee 

















NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION 
A MEMBER OF FIREMEN’S FUND INSURANCE GROUP 
Specializing in the Execution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 


744 BROAD STREET, NEWARK MArket 4-0950 
i Lr casrmemmtsceries 8 8 








TITLE 


PROMPT © EFFICIENT * COMPLETE 


A Pioneer New Jersey Institution 
erving Attorneys and Investors Since 1926 
Full Attorney Cooperation 


INSURANCE 
| EXCLUSIVELY 
~ _SHavice SS FRANKLIN 


FRANKLIN TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 


405 Seventh Ave. Newark 7, N. J: 
HUmboldt 2-3900 






out any change in lot lines, either | 


Planning | 
Board. The lower court held they | 


ed for the sale of lots shown on|/and prejudice is material to the 
|old filed maps, the planning pro-| issue of disqualification . . it 
cess will be rendered ineffective. | follows, therefore, that only ques- 
This argument goes too far. The| tions of law are presented by the 
judgment in favor of the plain-| respondent judge’s refusal to dis- 
| tiffs does not mean the munici-| qualify himself. There can be no 
| pality ever has to issue, or ever; dispute either in the _ district 
will issue any building permits.! court or on appeal as to the truth 
Another statute, NJ.S.A. 40:55-1] or falsity of the allegations of 
30 et seq deals with the circum-| the affidavit. This does not mean, 
stances in which building permits | however, that the legal sufficiency 
| will be issued and authorizes a/of what is alleged in the affidavit 
municipality to withhold a build- | becomes moot on appeal for what 
ing permit if the land does not/is stated therein and the infer- 
abut on a street which it finds| ences, if any, which may be drawn 
suitably improved. Additionally, | properly therefrom constitute the 
any future building on the prem- | very basis on which the issue of 
ises will be subject to the provi- |} disqualification of the judge must 
sions of the local zoning ordin- be decided ultimately ... 
ance. ‘ “An adjudication by the judge 
The planning Act of 1953 con- | against whom the affidavit is fil- 
tains no provision giving it retro-| ed that its allegations are legally 
active effect and it is a basic rule | insufficient is not a final appeal- 
of statutory construction that! able decision under Section 1291, 
legislation is to operate prospec-| Title 28, U.S.C., at the stage of 
| tively unless the Legislature eX-/| the proceedings presently reached 
pressly or impliedly provides for) at Criminal Docket No. 12,880, in 
|Tetrospective operation. The/the court below. Nor does such a 
| Planning Act does not reach back | decision fall within the provisions 
| to invalidate subdivisions made} of Section 1292, Title 28, US.C., 


To Disqualify Himself 


‘Reviewable Only On Appeal After Final Judgment 


which gives jurisdiction to 

courts of appeals to hear and 
termine certain interlocutory 
cisions. Judge Murphy’s present 
decision is subject to review only 
when and if the petitioner i; 
convicted and sentenced ... 

“A writ of mandamus or prohi- 
bition may be issued only in aid 
of this court’s appellate jurisdic- 
tion. See the ‘All Writs Statute’, 
28 U.S.C., Section 1651 . . . Manda- 
mus or prohibition are extraordin- 
ary remedies and can be employ- 
ed justifiably only when rare and 
exceptional cricumstances are 
present... 

“We find no circumstances here 
which would justify our issuing 
the writ. We conclude that the 
prayers of the petition must be 
denied. 


the 
de- 
de- 


ent 


“In so holding we desire to make 
it plain that we are not passi 


ails 


presently on the sufficiency of 
allegations of the affidavit of 
and prejudice. We state only t 
the circumstances are not such 
as to convince us that we, in the 
light of our legal discretion, 
should exercise our power to issue 
a writ of mandamus or prohibi- 
tion.” 

Judges Hastie and Staley con- 
curred in the result but held that 
decision of the sufficiency of 
charge of disqualification should 
not oe postponed until after fina 
judginent. They held the appel- 
late court should, on a proper peti- 
tion, as here, review the cla f 
judicial bias before trial and 
their review satisfies them 
affidavit of prejudice is insu 
ent. 

Judge Kalodner dissenting, held 
review should be had on the pe 
tion, that the affidavit was 
cient, and that the writ o 
damus could be and sho 
issue directing Judge Murphy to 
withdraw from the case. 














FF ni. 










Announcement 


Louis A. Sorrentino, Jr. is now 
associated with the of 
Steisel, Gundersdorf & Woll 
547 Summit Ave., Jersey City. 
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under the Old Map Act. 











| The rule is established in zon- | 
jing that delineation of lots on a| 
| map filed with municipal approval | 
| does not necessarily carry with it | 
|any guaranty that each lot or} 
| parcel will be sufficient in itself |] 
| to build upon when the time |] 
comes for the owner to build. But | 
| this has to do with zoning and |}! 
| building permits, not planning. | 
| The statutory authority under the | }| 
Planning Act may be invoked only | 
if there is “subdivision” and a sale | 
of lots which does not disturb the | }} 
| existing lot lines on an already | 
filed map can in no sense be con- iy 
| Sidered a “subdivision” within the | 
| meaning of the statute. 
| Affirmed with costs. 
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REVIEW OF U.S. SUPREME COURT'S WORK 


The article that follows is the sixth 


in a_ series briefly mmarizing the 
opinions and work of the Supreme 
Court during its recent Term. The 


eceding articles reviewed the high- 
lights and statistics of the Term, deci- 
sions on business regulation, taxation, 


and labor relations. 


The Supreme Court last Term 
had an opportunity to throw 
further light on a problem of 
periodic recurrence since the 
earliest days of the Republic—the 
power of the President to re- 
move Officials appointed by him. 
Removal Power 

Without a dissenting vote, the 
Court held that the absence of 
any War Claims Act provision 
limiting the President’s power 
to remove members of the War 
Claims Commission did not leave 
him free to remove a member 
solely for the purpose of com- 
pleting the Act’s administration 
with “personnel of my own se- 
lection.” 

Decisive of the issue was the 
conclusion that War 
Claims Commission members 
were not purely executive offi- 
cers Within the purview of 
Myers v. U. S. 272 U. S. 52, but, 
like Federal Trade Commission 
members, had duties of a quasi- 
judicial character, as described 
in Humphrey’s Executor v. U. S. 
295 U. S. 602. 

The opinion noted that, in 
Humphrey’s case, the Court ex- 
plicitly disapproved expressions 
in Myers supporting the Presi- 
dent’s inherent constitutional 
power to remove members of 
quasi-judicial bodies, and nar- 
rowly confined the scope of Myers 
to include only “all purely ex- 
ecutive officers.’ Humphrey’s 
case “drew a sharp line of cleav- 
age between officials who were 
part of the Executive establish- 
and were thus removable 
irtue of the President’s con- 
powers, and those 
who are members of a body ‘to 
exercise its judgment without 
the leave or hindrance of any 
other official or any department 
of the government,’ * * * as to 
whom a power of removal exists 
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only if Congress may fairly be 
said to have conferred it. This 
Sharp differentiation 
from the difference in func- 
tions between those who are 
part of the Executive establish- 
ment and those whose tasks re- 
quire absolute freedom from 
Executive interference.” 
Adjudicating Body 

With respect to the nature of 
the function that Congress vest- 
ed in the War Claims Commis- 
sion, the Court stated: The 
Commission was established as 
an adjudicating body with all 
the paraphernalia by which le- 
gal claims are put to the test 
of proof, with finality of deter- 
mination ‘not subject to review 
by any other official of the 
United States or by any court, by 
mandamus or otherwise.’ * * * 


The claims were to be ‘adjudi- | 


cated according to law,’ that is, 
on the merits of each claim, 
supported by evidence and gov- 
erning legal considerations, by 
a body that was ‘entirely free 
from the control or coercive in- 
fluence, direct or _ indirect,’ 
Humphrey’s Executor v. U. S., 
supra, 295 U. S. at 629, of either | 
the Executive or the Congress. 
If, as one must take for granted, 
the War Claims Act precluded 
the President from influencing 
the Commission in passing on 
a particular claim, a fortiori| 
must it be inferred that Con-| 
gress did not wish to have hang 
over the Commission the Dam- 
ocles’ sword of removal by the 
President for no reason other 
than that he preferred to have 
on that Commission men of his 
own choosing.” (Wiener v. U. S., 
LW 4522) 
Loyalty Programs 

tate and federal loyalty pro- 
grams continued to engage the 
attention of the Court, which 
handed down three important 
opinions in this field. In the 
first of two rulings involving 
state employees, a 5-4 majority 
decided that the Fourteenth 
Amendment’s Due Process Clause 
was not violated by the New 
York City Transit Authority’s 
discharge of a subway conductor 
for “doubt” concerning his 
trutworthiness and_ reliability 
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raised solely by his 1954 claim of | 


| privilege against self-incrimina- | 
| tion when asked by a local in-| 
vestigating officer whether he| 


|Communist Party. 


of the doubt created as to his 
‘reliability’ by his refusal to 
answer a relevant question put 
by his employer, a doubt which 


derives | W@S Currently a member of the | the court held justifiable quite 


independently of [employee’s] 


New York’s Security Risk Law, | reasons for his silence. * * * 


| Pursuant to which the conductor | 
| was discharged, authorizes the! 
|State Civil Service Commission | 
to classify any bureau or agency | 
Within the State as a “security | 
agency,” defined as any unit of | 
government “wherein functions 
are performed which are neces- | 
sary to the security or defense | 
of the nation and the state.”| 
The appointing authority in each | 
such agency is given powers of | 
suspension and dismissal as to| 
any employee if, after investiga- | 
tion, it is found that, “upon all | 
the evidence, reasonable grounds 
exist for belief that, because of | 
doubtful and reliability, | 
the employment of such person | 
*** (in a security agency) would | 
endanger the security or defense | 
of the nation and the State.” A} 
discharged employee has a right 
of appeal to the New York Civil | 
Service Commission, which can 
|take further evidence. 

Mr. Justice Harlan for the) 
majority gave short shrift to the 
contention that the statute vio- | 
|lates procedural due process by | 


|providing for dismissal of em-| 


aiaccaal 
trust 





ployees in the first instance] 
| without a statutory right to a} 
hearing, opportunity for cross- | 


examination, or disclosure of the 
which dismissal is| 


“Accepting, as we do, these 
premises of the state court’s 
opinion, we find no constitution- 
al block to its decision sustaining 
{employee’s] dismissal * * *, It 
seems clear that the discharge 
here in any event was unlike 
that in Slochower v. Board of 
Higher Education * * * in that, 
as definitively interpreted by the 
{New York] Court of Appeals, it 
was not based on the fact that 
the employee had asserted Fifth 
Amendment rights. Further, in 
Slochower such a claim had 
been asserted in a federal] in- 
quiry having nothing to do with 
the qualifications of persons for 
state employment, and the Court 
in its opinion carefully cisting- 
uished that situation from one 
where, as here, a state is con- 
ducting an inquiry into fitness 
of its employees.” (Lerner v. 
Casey, 26 LW 4509). 

School Teacher 

Similar issues were disposed of 
in the remaining state loyalty 
case when the same 5-4 majority 
found no violation of the Four- 
teenth Amendment in Pennsyl- 
vania’s discharge of a _ public 
school teacher as “incompetent,” 
based on his refusal to answer a 
school superintendent’s question 


}evidence on 
| based. 

| “[The discharged employee] is 
lin no position to complain of 
| procedural defects in the statute. 
| His own refusal to answer block- 
|ed proceeding at his appearances 
|before the Department of In- 
| vestigatio d more important 
he failed to pursue his adminis- 
| trative remedy * * * before the 


nN an 
Ai, All 


about Communist activities. 

| In addition to its Public School 
| Code, which authorizes a teach- 
}er’s dismissal for “incompe- 
| tency,” Pennsylvania has a com- 
|prehensive Loyalty Act that 
| provides for the discharge of 
| public employees on grounds cf 
| disloyalty or subversive conduct. 
|Stressing the fact that the ques- 
{tion asked of him related to his 


question before us is whether 
the Federal Constitution prohib- 
its [teacher’s] discharge for 
statutory ‘incompetency’ based 
on his refusal to answer the su- 
perintendent’s questions. 

“By engaging to teach in the 
public schools, [he] did not give 
up his right to freedom of belief, 
speech or association. He did, 
however, undertake obligations 
of frankness, candor and co- 
operation in answering inquiries 
made of him by his employing 
Board examining into his fitness 
to serve it as a public school 
teacher. * * * 

“The question asked of [him] 
by his Superintendent was rele- 
vant to the issue of * * * fitness 
and suitability to serve as a 
teacher. * * * The Board based 
its dismissal upon [his] refusal 
to answer any inquiry about his 
relevant activities—not upon 
those activities themselves. It 
took care to charge [him] with 
incompetency, and not with dis- 
loyalty. It found him insubor- 
dinate and lacking in frankness 
and candor—it made no finding 
as to his loyalty. * * * 

“In the instant case, the Penn- 
sylvania Supreme Court has held 
that ‘incompetency’ includes 
{teacher’s] ‘deliberate and in- 
subordinate refusal to answer 
the questions of his adminis- 
trative superior in a vitally im- 
portant matter pertaining to his 
fitness.’ * * * This interpretation 
is not inconsistent with the Fed- 
eral Constitution.” 

Three dissenting opinions were 
filed. Mr. Justice Douglas and 
Mr. Justice Black “would allow 


(Continued on page 8, col. 1) 
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Protective 


| which was 


| with his refusal 


| ployee’s] dismissal 


'State Civil Service Commission. 


Also rejected was the argu- 
ment that the Security Risk Law 
could not be applied in 1954} 
since at that time no public 
emergency existed that could 
justify the law. According to the 
majority, “New York’s right to} 
enact leg tion to protect its 





public service against the em-| 
ployment of persons fairly} 
deemed untrustworthy and un- 
reliable, and therefore security | 
risks, can hardly be regarded as 





| failure to follow the Loyalty Act 
| Procedure. This 
|rejected by the Court. Mr. Jus- 


lion here, pointed out that the 
| Pennsylvania Supreme Court had 


loyalty, the teacher contended 
that he was discharged for sus- 
pected disloyalty and that his 
discharge was invalid because of 
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argument was 


tice Burton, who wrote the opin- 


held that the school board was 
not limited to proceeding under 
the Loyalty Act, even though the 
questions asked of the teacher 



























an inference that the employee | 
was a Communist Party member, | 
: from his in- 


rawn 
vil 





vocation of the Fifth Amend-| 
ment, and that this inference | 
lacked any rational connection | 


to answer based 
on the exercise of this constitu- | 
tional privil and (2) that/| 
the drawing of such an infer- 
ence was in any event in deroga- | 
tion of the policy behind the} 
privilege and contrary to the 
teaching of Slochower v. Board 
of Higher Education, 350 U. S. 
551, 24 LW 4178. | 

This reasoning, the majority 
stated, “both misconceives the 
basis on which the [New York] | 
Court of Appeals sustained [em- | 
and assumes | 
incorrectly the availability of} 
the Fifth Amendment to [him] | 
in these proceedings. 

“As we read its opinion, the | 
Court of Appeals held that [em- | 
ployee] had been discharged 
neither because of any inference | 


ing 







|of Communist Pary membership | 
|which was drawn from the ex-| 


ercise of the Fifth Amendment | 


| privilege, nor because of the as-| 
jsertion of that 


constitutional | 
protection, but rather because! 


en ne ee related to his loyalty. “We are COMPANY 
aan P bound by the interpretation thus 494 Broad Street 

Fif “er a given to the Pennsylvania stat- Nek & BS 
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tention to what it considered the canarias nT 
discharged > major 

|constitutional claim, which re- 

lated to the manner in which 

the Security Risk Law was ap- 

plied to him. Specifically, he 

contended (1) that the admin-! 

istrative finding of “doubtful 

trust and re lity” rested on | 
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ON REDUCING JUDICIAL OPINIONS 





An interesting analysis of some of the problems generated by | 
the growing number of reported judicial opinions appeared in the | 
September 11, 1958 issue (81 N.J.L.J. 461). It was a refreshing an- | 
alysis because, while most complaints are by the unhappy litigant 
and are directed to the result, this one was directed to the common 
burden of all and originated from a member of the bench. 

It would be quite unfortunate if it did no more than cause a 
certain amount of thoughtful agreement or disagreement. The 
problem it discussed is a serious one, because while the natural law 
has never been discovered or formulated, it seems to be true that 
the mere existence of a large quantity of prior reference material 
results in the creation of a great deal more. Typical estimates are 
that such material tends to double in total] bulk every 15 to 17 years. 
The mere suggestion of this is enough to cause a shudder to think 
what it will be like to practice law or decide cases in 1975. 

Hence, it is hoped that the dissertation on the copious number | 
of opinions will stimulate a careful and continuous analysis from | 
which there may spring some clearer policy, and perhaps some super- 
ior techniques, to improve matters. A joint effort by bench, bar and 
schools of law is certainly essential, and any improvement will help 
all. 

Without suggesting that any formula can be set out in this 
column, it may not be amiss to propose some of the boundaries. 
First, it may be noted that opinions serve two major functions: they 
inform the parties of the reasons for the holding and thus serve} 
to restrain arbitrary action; and they serve as precedent for related 
problems. A lesser function is the guiding of the course of proceed- 
ings in a lower court when a new trial is granted. These boundaries | 
of policy are set out in Judicial Canon 19, along with a caution to| 
curtail length without sacrificing the above principles. 

Initially, there ought not to be a probing of the validity or utility | 
of this stated policy. The first inquiry should determine what choices 
are available within its scope. Certainly, the methods suggested so 
far, such as greater use of the per curiam, can be employed without | 
altering policy. | 

Beyond this, careful and critical study is needed. For example, | 
it is well-known bui little remembered, that in the process of ad- | 
judication a court searches for the pertinent rules of law, and applies 
them to a specific case. This is a deductive process. Yet, in the 
ascertainment of the rule, it is the aggregate of all prior precedents, | 
judicial and legislative, together with the context of the times, | 
which courts must examine and appraise. This is a process of in- 
duction. Perhaps some of the trouble lies here, for the generation 
of a rule by induction necessarily requires that the rule be never 
closed; the last case applying a rule becomes part of the data for 
the inductive process when the point comes up again. This evolution- | 
ary process, by which the rules are continually refined and given 
greater meaning, is essential to a concept of living law. Yet, while 
one would expect this process to develop a gradually decreasing | 
_ number of more general rules and principles, the evident paradox 
is that the process moves the other way. The tendency has been to 
make the statement of rules more and more particularized, and hence 
of less general value. An ideal process of evolvement would make it | 
possible to identify those cases representing direct application of an 
existing principle, unchanged, and to distinguish them from the 
ones which represent a reshaping or refinement of a principle. The 
first class of cases are doubtless the overwhelming bulk. From the 
standpoint of precedent and induction, it may be enough to know} 
statistically that a certain number of decisions have followed the | 
prior rule. But the second category, which is smaller, includes the | 
significant ones upon which new strings of statistical instances of 
their application may be attached. 

If this is true, then what means can be devised to identify one 
type from another? Ability to make the identification could well 
control the decision as to what Kind of opinion is called for, as well 
as the determination whether or not to publish. 

Other possibilities come to mind. For example, the length of | 
opinions is as important a factor as their number. For most cases 
having little value as precedent, except statistically, can a style of | 
precise writing be developed, to present the essential, ultimate facts | 
and the ruling, and thereby trim the length? Or, can some workable | 
convention (other than the interruptive footnote) be invented to 
reduce the space and time problem created by the present technique 


of citing strings of precedent? On a State basis, it may be that a 





| fendant 
| procedure Form 13A before the 


| municate 


| the 
}in open court. The same proced- 


| matters 


Camden Prosecutor 
Announces Criminal 
Procedure Changes 


Camden County Prosecutor 


| Norman Heine calls the attention 


of the Bar to a change in the Re- 
vised Rules which requires a de- 
to complete criminal 


Court can accept any plea other 
than not guilty. The form is such 
that certain information on it 
should be prepared in advance. 
Mr. Heine requests that any 
attorneys who represent defend- 
ants who are going to plead guilty, 
non vult or nolo contendere com- 
with the Prosecutor’s 
office prior to the assigned plea 
day so that arrangements can be 


| made to have the defendant exe- 
| cute 
| made to avoid prolonging the ac- 


the form. This request is 


tivities of the plea day by having 
defendant fill out the form 


ure is to be followed when a de- 


| fendant desires to change his not 
| guilty plea. 


In all criminal proceedings pref- 
erence on the list will be given to 
in which counsel appear 
preference will be 
matters in which 


and a special 
given to all 


| court-appointed attorneys for in- 
| digent 


defendants appear. The 
Prosecutor’s office requests that 
any attorney representing an in- 
digent defendant communicate 


| with the Assistant Prosecutor on 


duty at least by the date of the 
hearing so that the preference 
can be noted. 


TV Upheld In Oklahoma 
Courtroom 


OKLAHOMA CITY (ACCN)— 
Television coverage of court- 
room proceedings has been up- 
held by the Oklahoma Court of 
Criminal appeals. 

In an opinion the court upheld 


|the 15-year sentence of Edward 


Lee Lyles, 27 years old, for bur- 
glary. Lyles had contended that 
television cameras in the court- 
room prevented him from get- 
ting a fair trial. 

Television pictures were taken 
in the courtroom before the jury 
was. selected, although some 
members of the panel were in 
the room during the recess in 
which the films were shot. 

Lyles said the pictures had 
violated his constitutional rights. 
But the appeals court, in an 
opinion by Justice John A. Brett, 
denied this. 

“A trial is a public event,” Jus- 
tice Brett said. “And what tran- 
spires in the courtroom is pubilc 
property. Those who see and 
hear what transpired can report 
it with impunity. There is no 
special prerequisite of the judi- 
ciary which enables it to sup- 
press, edit or censor events 


|which transpire in proceedings 


before it.” 

The decision said the doors of 
the courts must be open to the 
press “to prevent courtroom 
abuses, evil and corrupt influ- 
ences which despoil and stag- 
nate the flow of equal and exact 
justice.” 

It held that to deny television 
the same privileges would be un- 
warranted discrimination. 


Notice To All Members 
Of Rutgers Law School 
Alumni Association 


The Alumni Association has been 
requested by Mr. Archibald S. 
Alexander, Chairman of a Com- 
mittee designated by the Board of 
Governors of Rutgers University, 
to submit recommendations of 
the names of candidates for 
Presidency of the University. 
The Members of the Association 
are accordingly invited to submit 
any recommendations they may 
have to any of the Members of 
the Committee indicated below, 
who, in turn, will consider the 
same and transmit their recom- 
mendation to Mr. Alexander. 
William O. Barnes, Jr. 
1180 Raymond Blvd., Newark 2 
William E. Peel 
114 N. Seventh St., Camden 
Samuel S. Saiber, Chairman 
11 Commerce St., Newark 2 


Chief Justice Weintraub 
Receives Cady 
Memorial Award 


Chief Justice Joseph Weintraub 
of the New Jersey Supreme 
Court was the recipient of the 
1958 Edwin Welling Cady Mem- 
orial Award of the Iota Theta 
Law Fraternity Graduate Asso- 
ciation. 

The Honorable William J. 
Prennan Jr., associate justice of 
the United States Supreme 
Court, the recipient of the 1957 
Award, made the presentation to 
Chief Justice Weintraub at the 
45th annual dinner of the Iota 
Theta Law Fraternity Graduate 
Association held Tuesday even- 
ing, September 30th, at the Hotel 
Delmonico in New York. 

The Edwin Welling Cady Mem- 
orial Award is awarded on the 
basis of outstanding contribu- 
tions to American life, inter- 
faith and the legal profession. 
Recipients in the past have in- 
cluded the Honorable Harold H. 
Burton, associate justice of the 
United States Supreme Court, 
the late Honorable 
Vanderbilt and Honorable Albert 
Conway, Chief Justice of the 
New York Court of Appeals. 





Rhyne Says Russian 
People Want Peace, Like 
Americans 


Retiring ABA President Rhyne, 
reporting to the House of 
Delegates on the recent visit to 
Russia by a group of ABA oOffi- 
cials, said his two most dominant 
impressions were: 1) The Rus- 
sian people have a great “pas- 
sion for peace’ stemming from 
their huge manpower losses in 
the last war, and 2) “They like 
Americans,” and were invariably 
cordial. He told of being stopped 
on the street and in stores many 
times by Russians eager for in- 
formation about the U. S. “We 
don’t want war,” was a comment 
frequently heard. Mr. Rhyne 
expressed the view that hopes 
for peace would be furthered if 
the “bars and barriers could be 
torn down” so that more Amer- 
icans would visit Russia, and 
vice versa. 











in active areas, even though unofficially prepared and published, 
could serve as a shorthand reference device to replace the repeated 
citation of the precedents it analyzes. 


Again, is it 


feasible to set up opinions in two parts, one the 


compact core, for publication, the other a more detailed expansion 


for the information of the parties 


What information, now publish- 


ed, is of no real value for precedent purposes and so could be trim- 


| med? Is there some device, more useful than the synopsis and string 


of headnotes, that can replace them? 
Neither these nor any other questions should be answered hast- 


ily. 


To conduct a useful search, all avenues should be patiently ex- 


plored without preconceived notions of what will work and what will 
not. In fact, many more questions can be asked, and should be. Test 


methods should be critical and patient. 


The effort will be worth 


while, for it is to be suspected that whatever proves its worth in the 
area of the judicial opinion will also revolutionize the lawyer’s briefs. 
Here is a fitting project for the profession to undertake and bring 
to a conclusion in the interest of sound judicial administration and 
brief, periodic summary of the shaping effect of groups of decisions | higher professional skills. Every lawyer should be eager to join in. 


Arthur’ T. 
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Symposium On Outer 
Space 


The Committee on Aeronau- 
tics of the Federal Bar Ass’n of 
New York, New Jersey & Con- 
necticut is sponsoring a sympos- 
ium on “Outer Space’”’ to be held 
at the Association of the Bar of 
the City of New York, 42 West 44 
St., New York on Thursday eve- 
ning, October 9th, at 8 P.M. Mem- 
bers of the Bar are welcome as 
guests of the association. 

William A. Hyman, chairman 
of the Committee on Aeronautics 
has announced that the topic wil 
be “Outer Space—Some Problems 
and Solutions’. Mr. Hyman wil] 
preside and addresses will be de- 
livered by the panelists who wil 
be Dr. Serge A. Korff, Professor 
of Physics at N. Y. U.; Hon 
George J. Feldman, Chief Co 
sel and Director of the Select 
Committee on Astronautics and 
Space Exploration of the Ss 
Senate; and Hon. Andrew G 
Haley, President of the 
tional Astronautical Federation 
and General Counsel of the Amer 
ican Rocket Society. 

A question and answer period 
will the addresses. 
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Mortgage Loans To 
Business Set Record 
In 1957 


Doubled in 5 Years, Life 
Institute Says 

NEW YORK (ACCN Lif 
insurance companies of the U.§ 
extended a record volum f 
commercial mortgage 
last year, bring the 
of such financing outstandi 
the start of this year to $7,660 
million. 

This was reported by t 
stitute of Life Insurance, based 
on an analysis of 
nancing 1938-1957 by the Fe 
eral Home Loan Bank board 

During 1957, the life 
ies’ commercial r 
ing newly undertak 
to $1,440 million 
this analysis. 

This record one-year 
new financing was up 2 per cent 
from the previous year’s aggre- 
gate and was nearly > t] 
1952 figure. 

It was more 
the year’s financing 
mortgages 14 years earlier. 
1957 total represented 30 per cen: 
of all non-farm mortgag 
quisitions of the life companits 
in the year. 

The aggregate 
mortgages held by 
panies have 
for the past e 
the start of this year 
three times the total 
ago. 

They now repre 
per cent of the tot 
the more than 1,300 life insu’ 
ance companies. 

These commercial 
according to the ins 
resent in large part 
for small business. 

An analysis made last yea 
the mortgage tral 
four years ending wi 
dicated that over 80 
the number of comme 
gages acquired were in 
less than $250,000 
about three-fourths of 
mercial mortgage loans ¥ 
firms with assets Of +€55 
$1,000,000. ; 

The same analysis s! 
the largest recipient 
of business financing ¢ 
retail trade estab 
which accounted for 43 [0 : 
cent of the total number 0! 
mercial mortgage loans 

Manufacturing ple 
fice buildings were 
vether accounting for 
per cent. Hotels, Lagi 
atres and non-ral. 
tion accounted for 
cen. 

The remaining one- 
the loans were miscé 
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| The Small Business Tax Revision Act of 1958 pag Spreng 3 — ee Suggests Board Sentence Sets Deadline For Filing 
j ee ee ae SUtOCK comes J e . . + 
(Continued from page 1) A. No, such distribution is also; @: How does this treatment Those Found Guilty Property Claims Against 
| eee commas dniiadad., benefit the individual? . After Insanity Plea Czechoslovakia 
-ky to the closely held business or Q. Suppose it becomes advis- | A. If the loss or worthlessness ae SS 
were a capital loss, the individ-| NEW YORK (ACCN) — A New WASHINGTON, D. C. (ACCN) 


DuanEOnETS- __, able to undergo a corporate re- 
Q. I note you refer to “busi- orcanization after decedent’s| Ua! must first offset the loss, York judge has proposed that 
nesses”. May I infer that if a death: is this such an exchange 48inst capital gains. If he has special boards determine whether 
man has more than one closely which will accelerate the tax? | MO capital gains against which persons found guilty after plead- 
held business interest his execu- A. No, the Code specifically | he can offset the capital loss,' ing insanity in criminal trials be 
tor can include all such interests excludes this as an event of ac- | he can take no more than $1,000! sent to,penal or mental institu- 
in determining whether the rule celeration. of ordinary loss in the year that, tions. 
applies? ee Q. Are there any other events|Such loss occurs and he can| Jystice Samuel H. Hofstadter 
A. Yes, if more than 50% Of o¢ acceleration? carry such loss forward for 5) of the N.Y. State Supreme Court 
the total value of each such A. Yes. If the executor fails to| Years. If the loss or worthless-| made the proposal in an article 
business is included in deter- pay any installment when due, "€SS is an ordinary loss, it can! prepared for the New York Law 
mining the value of decedent’s tp, unpaid portion of the tax | be Offset against ordinary in-| Journal. 









































gross estate, then such multiple . : : come and may be carried back 3 ee ° 
closely held business interests pertain Psion mls vet 24 years and forward 5 years. PP cree 3 rules governing 
are treated as an interest in @ ities Also, a partial acceleration) Q@- Is there a limit on the j,50), aut hantieie: ae 
; }, single closely held business. is provided for where the estate| 2Mount of ordinary loss that! fective in the i ht pPgecontin n 
»' Q. Does the executor have tO has undistributed net income) Can now ~ taken on small busi- scientific mene = 
or spread the payments over a 10- after its fourth taxable year: | ness stock? a 
Tan year period? Suppose he wants jn such case, the executor paid A. Yes, the loss cannot exceed d ae a eee ae 2 
ae, to save the payment of interest apply such undistributed net in- | $25,000 for a taxpayer in any a: nao a ee ace * 
% and pay over a shorter period? come against the balance of the| ‘taxable year or $50,000 for a ibilit sh . of criminal respon- 
fer A. The law gives him the elec- ynpaid tax. |husband and wife filing a joint | S!0™! emg at the time of the 
1s tion to pay part or all of the © Does this Act apply only to|Teturn in any taxable year. cae pie “e a re m 
es estate tax “in two or more (but persons dying after the date the Q. Does the loss provision ex- aa aad z ee act or dl 
not exceeding 10) equal install- Act became law? tend to stock in all corporations? = as wrong. 
ion ments”. A. No, the installment pay- A. No, only to What the Act} ase Hofstadter Says trials 
mer- Q. Suppose the Commissioner ment privilege applies to the Gosignates as section 1244 berger = insanity defense 
determines that the estate tax estates of decedents with respect | St0ck” ‘the Code section making aes a eee ee 
eriod is greater than the tax computed to which the date for the filing | SUCH new loss a part of our tax| Ger present rules construed in 
eg ; — “i ‘i F sia | law). the light of modern knowledge, 
oy the executor; can such de- of estate tax returns is after the | ha ra : : 
ficiency be paid in installments gate of the enactment of the Q. What is section 1244 stock’’? but a wholly ‘different forum 
or must it be paid at once? Act. Since this new law was A. Common stock in a domes- should be established for disposi- 
. A. The installment privilege passed on September 2, 1958, and } busines Conperneen) OO tee eee 
‘d applies to the deficiency also, estate tax returns are not due ich stock is issued pur-| “If the defendant is found 
subject, of course, to the 4% in- | yntil 15 months after death, the suant —. adopted by such not guilty by reason of insanity 
te rule. privilege applies to persons dy- i at peer pts tbr 1958. the court would be required to 
fe Q. Does the new law provide ing as early as June 2, 1957. | nae seg — a ogee commit him to a mental institu- 
for the acceleration of the in- Q. Is the privilege automatic? | oc tg seagate other prop- | tion. 
stallment payments under cer- A. No, the executor must elect | a y, a panera so “If the defendant is found 
Life tain conditions? to take advantage of the install- | rela jaciggibnd oA pore ee 7 ones guilty (that is, not relieved of 
U.§ A. Yes, the installment priv-| ment payment privilege not| : Sites. be ann Fagg criminal responsibility), then, on 
lege terminates and the unpaid later than 15 months after de-| is na camer sae ; athens the recommendation of the jury 
g portion of the estate tax shall cedent’s death, and the election | 1 or yeihlelg i ratiien ise ai | oT the motion of the court, judg- 
be paid upon notice and demand | must be made in the manner) 4 oe saieaee a A itie po ment would not be pronounced 
ing f the taxing authorities if provided by the Secretary of the| pcr — pote ae : aa or Dut the case would be referred to 
$7 (1) the aggregate with- | Treasury or his delegate. peeves nani ia - a board for disposition. 
; crawals of money or other prop-| LOSSES ON SMALL BUSI- Q. What is a small business}. “The board, composed of 
In- erty from the trade or business NESS STOCK | corporation on used above? judicial, medical, and lay repre- 
ners ee as vag ne a of _— Q. Are there any other bene-| A. A corporation is treated as oe — consider _— 
 wed- falu€ of Such trade or bdusiness, fits granted to small business-/a small business corporation if,|#@¢nce, medical and sociological, 
_— or (2) such percentage of the on ‘by the Small Business Tax|at the time the plan referred to Televant to the mental status of 
ard decedent’s interest is distributed, Sievtalen Act of 1958? | above is adopted. the sum of the ‘he convicted person, including 
sold _ exchanged or otherwise Yes, pe Pasta it re ion | ahicet Offered undae the plan additional facts not adduced at 
aisposed of. pointed out that this Act is not| plus the money and other prop- the trial. 


“On this basis it would deter- 
mine whether, in the case of a 
capital offense, the death pen- 
alty should apply, whether the 
accused should be sentenced to 
serve his term in a correctional 
institution, or whether he should 
be confined for treatment and 
custody in a mental institution.” 





Q. As Iremember, the Code al- necessarily confined to what is| erty received 
's a redemption of stock free regarded as “small corporations” | as a contribution to capital or as 
of dividend consequences where jin the popular sense; the pro-| paid-in surplus does not exceed 
uch stock formed more than yisions apply to any taxpayer | $500,000. A corporation is treated 
of the decedent’s taxable who meets the provisions of the|as a small business corporation 
te or more than 50% of his act. The sections of the Act,| also if the sum of the stock of- 
s estate, the purpose of other than the part providing| fered under the plan plus its 
ch provision being to facilitate for installment payments of es-| equity capital (the sum of its 
“ne payment of the estate tax. tate taxes, liberalize the taking) money and other property less 


by the corporation 







—Chairman Whitney Gillilland 
of the Foreign Claims Settlement 
commission announced that no- 
tice has been published in the 
Federal Register with respect to 
the period in which claims 
against the government of Czech- 
oslovakia under Public Law 85- 
604 may be filed. 

Gilliland stated that such 
claims would be received by the 
commission up to midnight, Aug. 
1, 1959. 

Under this new law which be- 
came effective last Aug. 8, U. S. 
citizens or business organizations 
who suffered property losses as 
the result of nationalization or 
other taking of their property 
in Czechoslovakia on or after 
Jan. 1, 1945, would be eligible to 
share in the $9 million Czech- 
oslovakian Claims fund, which 
was established under the law 
for the payment of these unsat- 
isfied claims. 

The law, in addition, requires 
that the properties upon which 
such claims are based have been 
owned by U. S. citizens or busi- 
ness organizations on the date 
of nationalization or other tak- 
ing and continuously thereafter 
until the date of filing a claim 
with the commission. 

Chairman Gillilland further 
stated that application forms 
and instructions governing the 
filing of such claims will be 
available for distribution within 
the near future. 
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i the executor sells more than of Josses on small business stock, | its indebtedness) does not ex- 








of the decedent’s stock tO the period of time over which! ceed $1,000,000. 







back, the amount of depreciation 


és such redemption from the allowable amount of accumu-| want to take an ordinary loss is 





























individual or partnership to) 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. | whom such stock was originally 


New Jersey Division of }| issued, can I take an ordinary | 


loss, assuming the stock quali- i . 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. Il| fied as section 1244 in the hands mnnetasiaasin 


injuties sustained 


‘i i Ll 
ake advantage of this section, operating losses can be carried} Q. Can the common stock be LAWYERS’ MEDIC A L 
d Ss action accelerate the either voting or non-voting? 
a, a lent payments? which may be taken on business A. Yes. 
4. No, the new act specifically personal property, and increase} Q. If the stock on which I CYCLOPEDIA 


a lated earnings credit. | preferred stock, can I take the of Personal Injuries and Allied Specialties 
Q. If the executor distributes Q. How has the loss rule been | loss? 
nch closely held business inter- liberalized? A. No, the benefits of this This unique and monumental work enables the practi- 
to the heirs or devisees of A. Under the amendment, an/| section do not apply to losses on tioner and official handling personal injury claims and 
2 decedent, is this such a dis- individual sustains an ordinary preferred stock or on stock of a actions to: 
™oution which accelerates the loss, rather than capital loss,| foreign corporation. er; i tohde 
%.ance of the tax? where he sells or exchanges} Q. Can a corporation receive ‘valuate the personal injury case quickly and 
ae |ordinary loss treatment under ||| correctly 
Specialists | - pogge dd viii: ts Daina @ Understand fully the medical reports pertaining 
II | losses sustained on stock issued |] to the case 
LAW PRINTERS APPENDICES AND | to an individual or to a partner- [| ®@ Prepare thoroughly for the examination and cross- 
BRIEFS ON APPEAL || ship. examination of medical witnesses 
| = itt eeght Neck tee ee @ Translate to the jury the nature and effects of the 


@ Obtain a working background of related medical 

















For . er . 2. . ; ° derwriter? 
the discriminating lawyer . .. In totidem verbis A Cady $f the wnderevites etic! 


JEAN WEISMAN and ADELAIDE PYKON | °¢ %° 2m agent for the corpora- 


{sued to such underwriter. 








71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N.J. if; Of my transferor? 
TELEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 | A. No, only the individual to'] PRE-PUBLICATION PRICE - $24.50 PER VOL. 
JAMES E. FLE ul a || whom the stock is issued quali- VOLUME I — AVAILABLE NOW! 
ete ; CHER, Manager || fies for the benefits of section || | Lawyers’ Medical Cyclopedia of Personal Injuries and Allied 
— 1244. Specialties will be published in approximately six volumes. 
oa | Q. Wouldn’t I qualify if the|}} Because of the tremendous amount of illustrations and material 
stock was sold through an un- necessary to cover all phases of injuries to the person, treatment, 


techniques, disability, evaluations, etc., it is difficult to estimate 
the exact size but we believe the set will be completed in six vols. 


GUARANTY — Purchasers who place their orders now and 
before a change in price is announced are guaranteed a price 
of $24.50 per volume. This price definitely will be increased 








Certified Shorthand Reporters You mentioned balese thet after publication. 
| section 1244 stock had to be! 
Eveni Mitchell 3-8031 issued for money or other prop-| 
2 mage: erty. If I received such stock for | 
| age 3-7036 786 BROAD STREET [|| rendering bona fide services to! 
x 2-8464 Newark 2, N. J. |the corporation, wouldn’t I be| 224 Market Street 





able to take an ordinary loss, | 
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The Small Business Tax Revision Act of 1958 





(Continued from page 5) 





assuming all other conditions 
are met? 

A. No. Nor would you be able 
to take an ordinary loss if you 
received such stock in exchange 
for stock which you owned. 

Q. If I sustain a loss on section 
1244 stock, will such loss be 
treated as a non-business de- 
duction? 

A. No, the act provides any 
loss on small business stock 
which is allowed ordinary loss 
treatment is a business loss for 
purpose of determining a net 
operating loss deduction. 

THREE-YEAR NET OPERAT- 

ING LOSS CARRYBACK 

Q. Has the Small Business Tax 
Revision Act enlarged the period 
of time within which a net oper- 
ating loss can be carried back? 
_A. Yes, the former provision 
allowing a net operating loss to 
be carried back 2 years has been 
changed to allow a net operating 
loss to be carried back 3 years. 
The carryover provision of 5 
years remains unchanged. 

ADDITIONAL FIRST-YEAR 

DEPRECIATION ALLOW- 


ANCE 
Q. In what manner has the 
depreciation allowance been 
liberalized? 


A. An additional first-year de- 
preciation allowance is permitted 
businesses. When the deprecia- 
tion feature was before the Sen- 
ate, an amendment was made to 
the House bill whereby a tax- 
payer could apply the rapid 
methods of depreciation, 


Jacobson & Goldfarb 
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| conference 


as the double-rate 
ing balance and the sum-of-the 
years digits methods. However, 
action eliminated 
this provision, and instead tax- 
payers were allowed an addi- 
tional depreciation of 20% of 
cost during the year property 
was first acquired. 

Q. Is this 20% allowance the 
total percentage which may now 
be taken in the first year that 
property is acquired? 

A. No, this 20% is over and 
above the usual allowance for 
depreciation. 

Q. Can you illustrate how such 
depreciation is allowed? 

A. Assume a taxpayer pur- 
chased a refrigerated showcase 
for $6,000 on January 2, 1958, 
and the article has an estimated 
useful life of 10 years. Its sal- 
vage value at the end of 10 
years is estimated to be $500. 
For the taxable year ending 
December 31, 1958, the taxpayer 
will be allowed to take deprecia- 
tion of 20% of the cost of the 
case, or $1,200. In addition, he 
may take 10% of the adjusted 
basis in the same year, or 10% 
of the cost of $6,000 minus $1,200 
and minus $500 salvage value or 
$430. Each year thereafter he 


;may take $430 depreciation. 


Q. Doesn’t the taxpayer have 
to take the salvage value of the 
article into consideration before 
he takes the allowance of 20%? 

A. No, the additional allow- 
ance is taken on the cost of the 
property. 

Q. Can the allowance be taken 


|in any year other than the first 
|} year of purchase? 


A. No, it can be taken only in 


| the first year. 


Q. Can the allowance be taken 
on any property used in a trade 
or business, such as a building? | 

A. No, it can be taken only on | 


| tangible personal property which 


is depreciable, was acquired by 
purchase after December 31, 
1957 for use in a trade or busi- 
ness or for holding for the pro- 
duction of income and has a 
useful life of 6 years or more. 

Q. Is there a limit on the 
amount of depreciation which 
may be taken? 
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declin-! 


A. Yes, if in any one taxable 
year the cost of the personal 
property exceeds $10,000, the de- 
preciation allowance of 20% is 
limited to an aggregate cost of 
$10,000. In other words, the de- 
preciation allowance permitted 
by this section cannot exceed 
$2,000 during the first year. How- 
ever, if the taxpayer is married 
and files a joint return with his 
wife, the cost of the property, 
may be as high as $20,000 and 
the allowable depreciation as 
much as $4,000. 

Q. Must the property be new 
in order to take advantage of 
this law? 

A. No, if purchased property 
otherwise meets the definition, 
it is immaterial that the original 
use of the property did not com- 
mence with the taxpayer. 

Q. If I inherited the property 
from my father, can I take the 
20% depreciation? 

A. No, property acquired by 
bequest or gift does not qualify. 

Q. If I purchased the property 
from my wife, can I take the 
20% depreciation? 

A. No, the property must be 
acquired from an unrelated per- 
son. However, a brother or sister 
is not a related person within 
this rule. 

Q. Must the taxpayer be an 
individual in order to take the 
allowance? 

A. No. It is available to any 
taxpayer. 

Q. If a corporation has pur- 
chased the property from a sub- 
Sidiary, can it take the allow- 
ance? 

A. No, the property must not 
have been acquired by one mem- 
ber of an affiliated group from 
another member of the same 
affiliated group. 

Q. What is an affiliated group? 

A. Generally, it means one or 
more chains of includible cor- 
porations (taxable corporations) 
connected through stock owner- 
ship with a common parent 
corporation which is an includ- 
ible corporation. 

Q. Can a trust take this 20% 
depreciation allowance? 

A. No, the section does not 
apply to trusts. 

Q. I purchased qualified prop- 
erty on December 1, 1957. Can I 
use the new 20% rule? 

A. No, the property must have 
been purchased after December 
31, 1957. Moreover, the amend- 
ment applies only with respect 
to taxable years ending after 
June 30, 1958. 

INCREASE IN MINIMUM AC- 

CUMULATED EARNINGS 
CREDIT 


Q. Is further relief provided 
for small businesses? 


A. Yes, but the relief in ques- | 


tion is not confined to small 
businesses; it applies to all cor- 
porations paying income taxes. 
Under the old law, a corporation 
was allowed to accumulate 
earnings and profits of $60,000 
before it could be subjected to 
an accumulated earnings tax. 
Such tax, which started at 
27'2% over and above the usual 
income taxes, was designed tc 
overcome the accumulation of 
corporate earning in order to 
avoid paying an income tax. The 
credit of $60,000 has now been 
increased to $100,000. While this 
increase applies to all corpora- 
tions, it is of particular assist- 
ance to what are popularly 
termed ‘small corporations” 
since such businesses frequently 
fail to establish specific plans 
which could justify the reten- 
tion of earnings for the reason- 
able needs of the business. 
ELECTION OF CERTAIN SMALL 
BUSINESS CORPORATIONS 
Q. Does the Small Business 
Tax Revision Act of 1958 con- 
tain further tax relief for small 


businesses? 
A. While the Small Business 
Act does not, the Technical 


Amendments Act of 1958, passed 
at the same time as the first- 
mentioned Act was passed, pro- 
vides relief for small business 
corporations. This Act, popularly 
known as the ‘Mills Bill” before 
enactment, was intended to 
eliminate unintended benefits 
and hardships in the 1954 Code. 
One of the most important pro- 
visions of the Technical Amend- 
ments Act of 1958 permits cer- 
tain corporations to elect that 
the shareholders thereof shall 
include in their own income for 
tax purposes the current taxable 
income of the corporation. 

Q. Is the corporation still tax- 
ed as a corporation if it makes 
the above election? 

A. No. 

Q. Does the stockholder report 
as his individual income only 
the amount which he received 
as dividends from the corpora- 
tion? 

A. No, he reports the current 
taxable income of the corpora- 
tion, both the part which is dis- 
tributed as dividends and that 
which is retained by the corpo- 
ration. 

Q. What is a “small business 
corporation” within the mean- 
ing of this Act? 

A. A domestic corporation 
which is not eligible to file a 
consolidated return with any 
other corporation and which 
does not have more than 10 
shareholders, does not have as 
a shareholder a person (other 
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than an estate) who is not an 
individual, does not have a non- 
resident alien as a shareholder 
and does not have more than 
one class of stock. 

Q. How will this amendment 
benefit small business? 

A. Where the principal stock- 
holders of the corporation are 
in a tax bracket lower than the 
corporation, any earnings of the 
corporation which are retained 
by the corporation will be taxed 
to the individual at a savi 
Where the corporate earni 
are distributed as dividends, the 
stockholders will pay only one 
tax, thereby saving the “double 
tax”. 

Q. Where an election has been 
made to have the corporate in- 
come taxed to the shareholder 
is the income eligible for a di- 
vidend received credit or exclu- 
sion? 

A. No, since this income has 
been subject to no tax at the 
corporate level. 

Q. Suppose the corporation 
has a long-term capital gain 
Does the shareholder report this 
as ordinary income? 

A. No, in the case of long-term 
capital gains, the character 
this income carries over to th 
shareholder level. 

Q. Does a small business cor- 
poration have to make an elec- 
tion every year in order to avail 
its shareholders of the “ty 
through” provision of the la 

A. No, an election continues 
for all succeeding taxable years 
unless it is terminated. 

Q. Can a small business cor- 
poration make such electi if 
less than all of its shareholders 
consent thereto? 

A. No, such election is valid 
only if all persons who are s! 
holders in such corporatio 
the first day of the taxable 
consent to such election. If 
election is made after the first 
day of the taxable year, 
all shareholders in the corp 
tion on the day the election is 
made must consent. 

Q. How does the election te 
minate? 

A. In any of 5 ways: (1) if 4 
person who was not a share 
holder on the day the elec 
was made does not conse 
such election after he be 
a shareholder; (2) by revocatior 
with the consent of all the per- 
sons who were shareholders on 
the day the revocation is made, 
(3) if the company ceases to 0€ 
a small business I 10 
within the meaning of t! 
(4) when the corporati 
rives more than 80% of its grost 
receipts from sources outside 0! 
the United States; (5) when ti 
corporation has gross receips 
more than 20% of which }s de- 
rived from royalties, rents, Beer 
vidends, interest, annultles ai" 
sales or exchanges of stock “ 
securities. 

Q. If a corporation has revOx<e 
its consent, cannot it thereafte? 



































Kec 


elect to come under tne Act 
again? : ap ies 

A. Yes, but it must walt © 
years. 


hareholder ha 


arne 


Q. Suppose a Ss 
been taxed on corporate ©at*” 
ings which were not at that ume 
distributed and the corpora . 
later distributes these —. 
to the shareholder as diviaeno*: 
is the shareholder required = 
pay an income tax on these @ 
vi s? 
ge 4 these earnings have &” 
ready been taxed to the share 
holder. = 

O. Are the net operating 10" 
of the corporation owe os 
passed through to the sna 
holder? _ 

(Continued on page 7, C- 1 






a 








IN 
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE ” 
ESTABLISHING PROOF OF —_ 
IN NEGLIGENCE MATT 
Call Diamond 2-1766 
CLARENCE W. WINCHELL 
Chemist 


297 Euclid Ave. Hackensack, N-7f 























UAale, 


G.Lel 





Why 





Ey 
the 
tra 


ter 


cont 



























































81 N. J. L. J. Index Page 503 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, OCTOBER 2, 1958 


Page Seven 














Small Business Tax 


(Continued from page 6) 








A. Yes, these “distributed” 
corporate losses are treated in 
the same man ner as any los 





C a) 
from a proprietorship: “that is, 










they first offset income of th 
individual, in that year, and 
then any excess of tl} losses 
may be carried back and offset 
against the indi Vi income 
in prior years, and if any losses 
still remain they may be car- 


gainst 





ried forward and offset a 
his income in subsequen 

















Q. Is the sharehold basis 
pt te where und buted 
orporate earnings are ed to 
him? 

A. Yes, the basis of his stock 
s increased. This basis is sub- 

uently reduced if these tax- 
aid corporate earnings are dis- 
tributed 

Q. Is his basis changed if 
losses are passed through him? 
A. Yes, the basis of his stock | is 
educed. However, such loss is 

ited to the basis he ha: s fo 

Big i and thus his basis 

cann t be reduced below zero. 

Q What are the effective dates 





the above provisions 


he installment es leg 
of estate te 
estates where the 
g the estate 

r September 2, 












ent 





1958. 


ds, the decedent can have 
as early as June 2, 1957. If 
overnment has granted ex- 
ms of time for the filing 
ch return, the decedent’s 

could have taken place 





for filing 
return expired before Sept- 
er 2, 1958, then any estate 
eficiency may be paid in 
Iments over ten years, 
that decedent di 
t 16, 1954, and 

or that the election to pay 
tallments is made not later 
60 days after issuance of 
and demand by the Sec- 


pro- 

















of the Treasury or his 

te. 
e the section of the Act 
treating a loss on small business 
kK aS an ordinary loss does 
not unlike other sections, spe- 







ly provide for an effective 
the definition of “section 
stock” as being stock issued 
ant to a plan adopted by 
corporation after June 30, 
, Would indicate this section 
with respect to taxable 
years ending after June 30, 1958. 
3. The 3-year net operating loss 
carryback provision applies with 
res ect to taxable years ending 
after ' December x , 1957. 














Olney Sees Growing 
Court Efficiency, But 
More Effort Needed 


CHICAGO (ACCN)—One rea- 
son congress continues to refuse 
more judges for the overloaded 
federal courts is that “so little 
is being done for more efficient 
use Of existing judge-power and 
better administration,” the di- 
rector of the administrative of- 
fice of the U. S. Courts, Warren 
Olney III, asserts in the current 
Journal of the American Judi- 
cature Society. 

Improvements in judicial ad- 
ministration, however, are being 
developed by the administrative 
office he added. Less than 20 

ears old, the office oversees the 
management of personnel and 
records previously to each 
federal court. 

This year, personnel manage- 
ment was further centralized in 
a Single division to end conflicts 
of pay and classification among 
the 5,000 court employees. 

A new office was established 
to plan and secure space for 
courtrooms and offices of court 
pe rsonnel, and a legislative rep- 

sentative was added to work 

th congress on the many legal 
developments affecting court ef- 
ficiency. 

In the last session of cong 
laws were passed: 

—Providing for continuous 
of federal judicial rules 
to assure both justice and sim- 
plicity. 

—Closing 


lat+ 
aCiv 





ress, 
study 


loopholes through 
which several types of cases 
normally heard in state courts 
had been coming before federal 
j and 

—Relieving judges of admin- 
istrative responsibility at age 70 
without losing their judicial ser- 


vices. 
But “we have hardly begun,” 
Olney admitted. He called for a 


staff to analyze court operations 
wherever congestion is serious, 
more detailed workload Statis- 
tics, and a system for spreading 
the judicial workload evenly. 





ning after December a1, 





4. The additional first-year de- 
preciation allowance applies 
with respect to taxable years 
ending after June 30, 1958. 

5. The increase in the minimum 
accumulated earnings credit ap- 
plies with respect to taxable 
years ending after December 31, 
1957. 

6. The electicn to treat small 
business corporation income and 
losses as income and losses of 
the shareholders applies with 
respect to taxable years begin- 
1957. 
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2-2015 








| New Record of 20,705 
Bills Handled By 
85th Congress 


Members of the 85th Congress 
introduced a record number of 
20,705 bills and resolutions, re- 
sulting in 936 new laws, accord- 
ing to Commerce Clearing House. 

The n record exceeded by 


1 


nearly 1,7 








the previous high 
of 19,037 b introduced during 
the two sessions of the 84th 
Congress, the CCH report said. 


Judges Plead For Better 
Services To Aid 
Juveniles 





Jersey Facilities Cited 
With Approval 


New 


CHICAGO (ACCN)—The woe- 








fully inadequate facilities avail- 
able to Juve ni > Courts must be 
held accountable for many 
harmful 1effective court 
decisions inv ABovss juveniles, ac- 
cording to the American Judica- 
ture society 

Making a plea for specialized 
services i personnel, judges 
speaking through the society re- 
cently showed that the majority 
of children passing through Ju- 
venile Cou will respond to 
correct treatment and grow up 
into good citizens. 

Since the renile Court law- 





-oncerned with in- 
it follows 
f services should 
the child. A pro- 
trained probation of- 


fully must be 
dividual 
that a va 
be availabl 
fessionally 


1tment 








ficer who an evaluate the 
juvenile’s weaknesses and 
strengths primary need. 
At least 50,000 are needed for 
America’s courts. 

In addition, special services 
have been developed which have 
proved successful and should be 


instituted across the country. 
In 1952 New Jersey established 
county Juve! Conference 
committees, which consist of an 
attorney a _— peseHieaseye from 
the probation department, and a 
municipal police department 


member. The committee mem- 
bers volunteer their services, 
and hear minor and first offense 
cases. Children coming before 
the commit are not given 





Juvenile Court records. Statistics 
prove that only a small percent- 
age of the children who have 
appeared before the committees 
are ever brought 
Court. 

Another tested facility is the 
Highfields Group Therapy pro- 
ject located in Hopewell, N. J. 
The home accommodates about 
20 boys who have not been pre- 
viously in institutions. They re- 
main in the he for only four 


yme 


months, but during that time 

are under skilled personnel and 

participate in group therapy. 
The method is used to help 


the boys discover the reason why 
they got into difficulty, and how 
they must change. In a recent 
evaluation of the program, it 
was found that 83 per cent of 
those leaving have made a suc- 
cessful adjustment in their com- 
munities. Since these boys might 
otherwise have been committed 
to a state reformatory for 12 to 
18 months, Highfields not only 
rehabilitates quickly but 
more economically for the tax- 
payer. 

Another facility, often called 
the most significant develop- 
ment in the treatment of juven- 
iles, is the New Jersey Diagnos- 
tic center which is unique in the 
U. S. and was built at a cost of 
a million dollars 

A staff of specialists in medi- 
cine, psychiatry and psychology 
seeks to discover in each case 
what has led to the delinquent 
act. The length of stay is limit- 
ed to three months, and the ju- 
venile is then returned to court 
with a full diagnostic evaluation 
of the child, together with rec- 
ommendations as to treatment 
and institutional care. 


more 


into Juvenile 


Model Act Drafted For Incorporation Of 
Mutual Trusts 


‘CHICAGO 


mutual trust company, based 
ona New York state statute, 
has been drafted by the commit- 
tee on fiduciary legislation of 
the American Bankers Assn., 


trust division according to Wal-| 


ter Kennedy, president of the 
division. 


Kennedy, who also is president 


(ACCN)—A model | 
|act for the incorporation of a 


of the First National Bank of | 


Montgomery, Ala., gave his an- 
nual report to members of the 
division at its annual meeting 
here in connection with the 84th 
annual convention of ABA. 

He said that the act 
enough for adoption in any state,” 
and added that the committee is 
also working on several other 
model statutes. 

The appointment of a trust 
legislative council, with a mem- 
ber from each state was ap- 
proved by the executive commit- 


cutbacks in the amount held.” 

“In most of them,’ Wren said 
“common stocks are still over 
60 per cent of the account valued 
at market. In pension and prof- 
it-sharing trusts where new 
money is being added with con- 
siderable regularity, some part 
of the increment is being used 
to add to equities.” 

Wren said that he did not be- 
lieve that a trustee can afford 
not to own some common stocks. 


| He said that he found it difficult 


“is broad | 


'at the 


| with 


tee of the division, Kennedy said. | 


“The committee on fiduciary 
legislation and the council are 


now preparing a fiduciary legis- | 


lative pamphlet covering all of 


the model statutes affecting 
trusts that have been approved 
by the executive committee,” 


Kennedy reported. 

“The study will show,” he ex- 
plained, “what states have en- 
acted the various statutes, the 
citations to the codes, whether 
or not changes were made, and 
any leading cases affecting the 
statute. This will be very helpful 
to trustmen all over the country 
as a guide to the law in various 
states.” 

The Committee on handling 
businesses in trust, Kennedy said, 
has written a “Handbook on 
Handling Businesses in Trust.” 
He added that the handbook 
will be available in the late fall 
and 
to be used for guidance in this 
most important field.” 

Kennedy reported 
other booklet, a glossary of trust 
terms, would be published soon 


“is a very complete book, | 


that an-| 


and also be available in late fall. | 


Another speaker, Paul I. Wren 


vice president of the Old Colony | 


Trust Co. of Boston, told mem- 
bers of the trust division that, 
“Accounts which have _ been 
under our supervision for a per- 
iod of time continue to hold 
common stocks in a substantial 
amount, even after two or three 


“to 
portion 
market.” 
“In the meantime,” he explan- 
ed, “municipal bonds are selling 
lowest price for many 
years, particularly when the af- 
ter-tax return is taken into con- 
sideration. Also corporate bonds 
nonrefundable provisions 
offered at attractive 


justify increasing the pro- 
at this level of the 


are being 
rates.” 


Announcements 


The firm of Draesel & Dorf- 
man has been dissolved. Herbert 
G. Draesel will continue the 
practice of law at 510 Piermont 
Road, Closter, and Gerald Breit- 
enstein will be in association 
with Mr. Draesel. Bernard Dorf- 
man will continue the practice 
of law at 41 Court Street, Hack- 
ensack and Samuel Rochlin will 
be in association with Mr. Dorf- 
man. 
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In a Nutshell 


—_ 





words. 


service. 


ao author once said that the main theme 
of any good book can be summed up in ten 


The same idea might apply to an advertisement, 
we thought. We tried it out and came up with this: 
“Seventy-five years of devoted service 
in providing sound title protection.” 


That about tells the story. We might, perhaps, 
add a postscript to the effect that we are not a static 
organization. While growing with each succeeding 
year, our goal on this 75th anniversary, is still on- 
ward toward better facilities and still more efficient 
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Review of Supreme Court's Work 





(Continued from page 3) 


no inference of wrongdoing to 
flow from the invocation of any 
constitutional right. I would not 
let that principle bow to popular 
passions. For all we know we 
are dealing here with citizens 
who are wholly innocent of any 
wrongful action. That must in- 
deed be our premise. When we 
make the contrary assumption, 
we part radically with our tradi- 
tion. * * * 

“When we make the belief of 
the citizen the basis of govern- 
ment action we move toward the 
concept of total security. Yet 
total security is possible only in 
a totalitarian regime—the kind 
of system we profess to combat.” 

Separate dissents were regist- 
ered by the Chief Justice and by 
Mr. Justice Brennan, the latter 
being of the opinion that “the 
judgments in both cases must 
be reversed because each [em- 
ployee] has been branded a dis- 
loyal American without the due 
process of law required of the 
states by the Fourteenth Amend- 
ment.” (Beilan v. Board of Pub- 
lic Education, 26 LW 4512) 
Armed Forces 

By a vote of 8-1, the Court 
held that the Secretary of the 
Army has no power to give a 
soldier a less-than-honorable 
discharge on the basis of his 
preinduction activities. The 
Solicitor General conceded that 
if federal district courts have 
jurisdiction to review such dis- 
charges—and the Supreme Court 
found that they do—the Army’s 
action could not be sustained. 
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An analysis of the statutes, 10 
U: B.C: 652a; 38 U.S; C. 693h, 
upon which the discharges were 
based convinced the majority 
that Congress intended 
the type of discharge to be is- 
sued is to be determined solely 
by the soldier’s military record 
in the Army.” 

The lone dissenter, Mr. Justice 
Clark, felt that the Solicitor 
General’s “frank confession * * * 
is hardly sufficient reason to 
abandon our long-established 
policy of no review in such mat- 
ters.” (Harmon v._ Brucker; 
Abramowitz v. Brucker, 26 LW 
4166) 

Reclamation Projects 
Issues basic to the administra- 


‘tion of the federal reclamation 


laws were passed upon by the 
Supreme Court when it reversed 
four California Supreme Court 
decisions for refusing to validate 
the Federal Reclamation Bu- 
reau’s “cooperation contracts” 
with local irrigation districts. As 
required by Section 46 of the 
Omnibus Readjustment Act of 
1926, 43 U. S. C. 423e, 
tract limited every landowner in 
the district to the amount of 
water needed to irrigate 160 acres 
and required him to sell at a 
nonspeculative price all land in 
addition to that amount or lose 
his right to water. 

Writing for a unanimous 
Court, Mr. Justice Clark told 
the complaining landowners that 
the 160-acre limitation is within 


Congress’ power and constitutes | 
neither the taking of property | 


without due process nor an un- 
lawful discrimination between 
large and small landowners. 

The opinion reads: 

“There can be no doubt of the 
Federal Government’s general 
authority to establish and ex- 
ecute the Central Valley and 
Santa Barbara County projects. 
As we said in United States v. 
Gerlach Live Stock Co., [339 US 
725], the Congress ‘elected to 
treat (the Central Valley Pro- 
ject) as a reclamation project.’ 
* * * We upheld its power to 
pursue the project as ‘clear’ and 
‘ample,’ an exercise of the gen- 
eral power ‘to prosecute the 
general welfare through large 
scale projects for reclamation, 
irrigation or other internal im- 


| provements.’ * * * In developing 


these projects the United States 
is expending federal funds and 
acquiring federal property for a 
valid public and national pur- 
pose, the promotion of agricul- 
ture. * * * 

“Also beyond challenge is the 
power of the Federal Govern- 
ment to impose reasonable con- 
ditions on the use of federal 
funds, federal property and fed- 
eral privileges. * * * The Federal 
Government may establish and 
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each con- | 











impose reasonable conditions 
relevant to federal interest in 
the project and to the over-all 
objectives thereof. Conversely, a 
state cannot compel use of fed- 
eral property on terms other 
than those prescribed or author- 
ized by Congress. * * * 

“The project is a subsidy, the 
cost of which will never be re- 
covered in full. * * * In the light 
of [this fact] we believe that the 
language of the Court in Wick- 
ard v. Filburn, 317 U. S. 111, 131 
(1942), is apposite: ‘It is hardly 
lack of due process for the Gov- 
ernment to regulate that which 
it subsidizes.’ * * * 

“As to the claim of discrimin- 
ation in the 160-acre limitation, 
we believe that it overlooks the 
purpose for which the project 
was designed. The project was 
designed to benefit people, not 
land. it is a reasonable classifi- 
cation to limit the amount of 
project water available to each 
individual in order that benefits 
may be distributed in accord- 
ance with the greatest good to 
the greatest number of individ- 
uals. The limitation insures that 
this enormous expenditure will 
not go in disproportionate share 
to a few individuals with large 
land holdings. Moreover, it pre- 
vents the use of the federal re- 
clamation service for speculative 
purposes. In short, the excess 
acreage provision acts as a ceil- 


ing, imposed equally upon all 
participants, on the federal sub- 
Sidy that is being bestowed.” 


(Ivanhoe Irrigation District v. 
McCracken, 26 LW 4453) 


Federal Condemnation 


lem under the 1931 Declaration 
of Taking Act was settled by the 
|Court’s unanimous decision that 
the government’s entry 


ment, rather than its subsequent 
filing of a declaration of taking 
under the 1931 Act, constituted 
a “taking” that vested a just- 
compensation right in the own- 
ers of the property at that time 
and foreclosed such right in a 
purchaser who obtained title 
after the government took pos- 
session but before the declara- 
tion of taking. Moreover, the 
original owners’ conveyance to 
such purchaser of all their rights 
in the compensation award con- 
stituted a voluntary assignment 
forbidden by the Anti-Assign- 
ment Act. 

The purchaser argued that no 
just-compensation claim arose 
until the government filed its 
declaration of taking. To this 
the Court replied: 


of the Government’s obligation 
to provide just compensation. 


* * * In cases where there has | 


been an entry into possession 
| before the filing of a declaration 
|of taking, such entry has been 
considered the time of ‘taking’ 
for purposes of valuing 
property and fixing the date on 


| which the Government’s obliga- | 
= to pay interest begins to| 


run. To rule that the date of 


| ‘taking’ 
| would confront us with a Hob- 


'son’s choice. On the one hand, it | 


|would certainly be bizarre to 
‘hold that there were two dif- 
ferent ‘takings’ of the same prop- 
‘erty, with some incidents of the 


taking determined as of one date | 
| and some as of the other. On the | 


| Other hand, to rule that for all 
|purposes the time of taking is 


the time of filing would open) 
|'the door to anomalous results. | 


For example, if the value of the 


i}| property changed between the 


time the Government took pos- 
|session and the time of filing, 


i;}payment as of the latter date 
| would not be an accurate reflec- 


| tion of the value of what the 
|property owner gave up and the 
| Government acquired. * * * 

| “We cannot attribute to Con- 
|gress the intention to promul- 
|gate a rule which would open 
the door to such obvious incon- 


A heretofore unresolved prob-| 


into | 
possession of a pipeline ease- | 


“To adopt | 
the solution urged by [purchaser] | 
would be to undermine policies | 
determining the other incidents | 


the | 


is the time of filing! 


'gruities and undesirable possi- 
bilities.” (U. S. v. Dow, 26 LW 
4384) 

In another eminent domain 
case, the Court reversed a Court 
of Claim’s decision that the 
World War II Production Board’s 
order temporarily closing non- 
essential gold mines constituted 
a “taking” for which the mine 
operators can recover just com- 
pensation. 

Before reaching the merits, a 
7-2 majority rejected the oper- 
ators’ suggestion that the Special 
Jurisdictional Act of July 14, 
1952, 66 Stat. 605, giving the 
Court of Claims jurisdiction to 
entertain claims arising out of 
the mine-closing order, was a 
mandate to award compensation 
for losses caused by the order. 
According to the opinion, “the 
language of the Act and its leg- 
islative history demonstrate that 
it was no more than a waiver 
of defenses based on the passage 
of time.” 

Turning to the merits, the 
Court stated: “It is clear from 
the record that the Government 
did not occupy, use, or in any 
manner take physical possession 
of the gold mines or of the 
equipment connected with them. 
* * * All that the Government 
sought was the cessation of the 
consumption of mining equip- 
ment and manpower in the gold 
mines and the conservation of 
such equipment and manpower 
for more essential war uses. The 
Government had no need for 
the gold or the gold mines. The 
mere fact that [the WPB order] 
|was in the form of an express 
| prohibition of the operation of 
the mines, rather than a pro- 
hibition of the use of the scarce 
equipment in the mines, did not 
convert the order into a ‘taking’ 
of a right to operate the mines.” 

Dissenting, Mr. Justice Harlan 
was of the view that the WPB 
order had effected a temporary, 
compensable “‘taking” of the op- 
erators’ right to mine gold. 
“Where the Government pro- 
ceeds by indirection, and accom- 
plishes by regulation what is 
the equivalent of outright physi- 
cal seizure of private property, 
courts should guard themselves 
against permitting formalities 
to obscure actualities,”’ he said. 
(U. S. v. Central Eureka Mining 
Co., 26 LW 4404) 

False Claims 

The Supreme Court also set- 
tled a conflict between courts 
of appeals as to whether a Fed- 
eral False Claims Act suit can 
be based on claims to govern- 
ment corporations, declaring 
that both the Federal Housing 
Administration and the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation are 
part of the “Government of the 
United States” for the purposes 
lof the Act. However, a lending 
| institution’s application for 
credit insurance under the FHA 
| program is not a “claim” within 
}the Act. 


Union Bar To Honor 
Judges Fulop and Hopkins 


The Union County Bar Asso- 


ciation will honor Judges Ervin 


S. Fulop and Carroll W. Hopkins 
at a dinner at the Elizabeth 
Carteret Hotel in Elizabeth on 
Tuesday, October 7th. The din- 
ner will follow a regular meeting 
of the Association which wil] 
be held at the same place at 
5:30 P. M. 





respect to the status of the Com- 
modity Credit Corporation, he 
said: “Commodity is an ‘agency 
and instrumentality of the Unit- 
ed States, within the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, subject to 
the general supervision and di- 
rection of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture.’ It was created by Con- 
gress to support farm prices and 
to assist in maintaining and dis- 
tributing adequate supplies of 
agricultural commodities. Its 
capital was provided by congres- 
sional appropriation. Any im- 
pairment of this capital * * * is 
replaced out of the public treas- 
ury; any gains are returned to 
that treasury. * * * Like other 
government corporations Com- 
modity is subject to the provi- 
sions of the Government Corpo- 
ration Control Act which pro- 
vides such close budgetary, 
auditing and fiscal controls that 
little more than corporate name 
remains to distinguish it from 
the ordinary government agency 
* * * In our judgment Commod- 
ity is a part of ‘the Governmen: 
of the United States’ for pur- 
poses of the False Claims Act.” 

A similar analysis of the FHA’s 
origin and duties convinced the 





much a part of the Government 
as any agency can be. (Rain- 
water v. U. S., 26 LW 4361; U.S 
MeNinch, 26 LW 4362) 


Per Curiam Orders 

Two additional cases were dis- 
posed of by per curiam orders 
the first of which vacated 2 
Court of Claims decision that the 
Army’s discharge of a probé- 
tionary employee in violation o! 
its own regulations did not givé 
him a right of action for loss 





for consideration “in the light o! 
Service v. Dulles, 354 U. S. 363 
25 LW 4494. (Watson v. U. S., 2 
LW 3115) 

The second vacated a court o- 
appeals decision that an i 
ventor’s suit to enjoin 
Energy Commission me! 
from publishing theretofor 
published features of his pater 
application pertaining to heat 
water was a suit against 
United States, which ha 
consented to be sued. This 
was remanded to the court ¢ 
appeals with instructions to 4 
low the inventor’s propose 
amendments to his complaii 
and to determine, in the lig! 
of the amended complaint, t 
issues raised by his appe 
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| Mr. Justice Black spoke for nye 
ithe Court in both cases. With (Spevack v. Strauss, 26 LW 328 
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LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It app to my satisfaction, 
by d authenticates rd of the proceed- 














dissolution thereof 
the stock- 


harge theceat 
served), has 
of Title 14 
Statutes 


issuing 











“FORE, I, the Secretary of 
St f the Stat e of New Jers y, Do Hereby 





that the said corporati on aid, on = 




































































EDWARD J 
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GIVEN that IRON- | 














ITICE IS HEREBY Dated: September 10, 1958 

ND MAT ESS CO., INC., has this day| ESTATE OF ANNIE NOVY, deceased. 
an a the subscriber of Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
stat r jual benefit of its credi-| FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of | 
reditors must exhibit] Essex, this day made, on the application of 





the undersigned, Administrator of said de- 
subscribe at his office, No. 850 ceased, notice is hereby given to the creditors 
t, Nev 2, New Jersey, within | ouf~said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 

ate hereof. under vath or affirmation, their claims and 
jemands against the estate of sa#id deceased, 


S, under oath or affirma- 














: I \ Assignee within six months from this date, or they 
LUSTBADER & LI will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
850 Broad S t recovering the same against the subscriber. 


Newark 2, N 





BARNE? 





tf NOVY 























L.J Sept. 2 2,9, 16 $11.34 Ken eth Gluck, Attorney 
saakes - 251 No. Broad Street 
s EI zabeth, N. J 
D I STA L.J.—Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2, 9, 16 
CERT OF DISSOL UTION 2" . aes a 
To ali to whom se. presents .gcam come, STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
"Greeting iia ies DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
WHEREAS, It eek tarsi atetiteniton CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
by duly aut r record of the proceed- fo all to whom these presents may come, 

















(rreeting: 





dissolution thereof 













































































































8 isent of all the stock- WITEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
$ office that by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
oO NY, INC. ings fur the vvuluntary dissolution thereof 
= S e, whose principal | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
. $5 Church Street, iders, deposited in my office that 
I r of: Passaic. JONES’ PIES, INC. 
} Albert Kreamer, | @ ¢ot gree? ym of this State, whose princi 
1 and in charge thereof | ‘fi s ted at No. 744 Broad 8 
rocess be served), has| in the ¢ f Newark, County of 
eq ments of Title 14 | State ’ New Jersey (Joel Gross, 
S 1 Revised Statutes | brine t agent therein and in charge thereof, 
> preliminary to the issuing a Ipoh whom process may be served), has 
I "ies PATTEN i srtitica f lissolution | with the requirements of Title 14 
tes ‘ ere 7 I FORE. I. t Jecre ,e ns General of Revised Statutes 
Secretary of State. NOW, EREFORI I, the Secretary of | , ~A : 2. 
eine . State the Stat f New Jersey, Do Hereby | , preliminary to the issuin 
Bi orporation did, on the | te of Dissolution. 
tem 958, file in| EFORE, I, the Secretary of 
sted consent F » State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
s of said cor- | Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
rs a stockholders | teenth day of June, 1958, file in my 
ILE 9 dt record | office a duly executed and attested consent 
x aforesa , on file | ("2 Writing to the dissolution of said cor 
r b; x it executed by all the stockholders 
) N THEREOF, } ! which said consent and the record 
: ex to the subse opts hand and af f tie proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
their claims and X 1 sea at Trenton. 1 my said office as provided by law. 
of said deceased, f September, IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
is date, or they Seal) A.D i wulne j have hereto set my _ hand and af 
prosecuting or 41 ty gi fixed my official at Trenton 
the s ; EDV ) PATTEN, | this Sevente th da Ih A.D., 
8 t tat | (Seal) one thousand nine neste “d and 
\ > SAVINGS S TUTION | L.J Ayet, 2 $21.60 ifty-eix 
. i Att a nies EDW ARD J. PATTEN, 
" S Secretary of State. 
J STAT NEW JERSEY L.J Oct. 2. 9. 16 $21.60 
ger : DEPA | OF STATE aa = — 
= = © {TI ( DISS 
- To ail 5s : m prese — pi hay 1 ATE OF NEW JERSEY 
Septe 26, 1958! "Greeting: DEPARTMENT OF STATI 
PONTO MERCADANTI WHER! s to my satisfar tion CERTIFIC ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
1 ies by duly a 7 f proceed i tu whom these presents may come 
suant ADRIAN M é for - thereof Greeting i 
I IK the County of he stoc WHEREAS, It app ars to my 
Kr, this application of : duly a record of 
nde said deceased, gs for ntary diss 
_ Credicors ot the a is consent of al 
subscribers lers, deposited in my office 
r claims and Hil DSON GARMENT 
said Jeceased, y | 4 corporation of this State, whose principal 
date, or they a Sa os oft s situated at N 191 ) Street 
: prosecut: ‘ng or A ay peta — root, the Cit Hackensack, Cou 
er the 8u b T46) = Ne ey ( ‘ 
1 E wine ; ‘ seed "sae ha : rein on ia harge there! 
JANTI m the issuing may be served), bar 
f n rements of Title 14 
Attorney gE. I Secretary of ( ‘ Revised Statutes 
New Do Hereb I the issuir 
. I s ion did, on the > at ss — 
2, 9 6, 2 0 4, ea - vi “NOW, THE RE FORE o> the Secretary o 
— —_— A of the State of New Jers y. Do Hereby 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY n writing to t ? that the said corm rrati n did. on the 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT aematine 1 1 7 I'w er, 1958, file in 
m4 tf ~ ~ . - ration, execut st ahaa a : 
IC OF ereof 8a t and the record s Lit ( 
' = f the I gs af said are now on file a why 5 pe f said cor 
WH my said as led by law Pte the stockhol 
" IN TES WHEREOF, 1 |‘! and the re 
have r t y hand and af : ‘ soresaiG are BOW Of 
xs fixed # pot at T a ny said office as provided by law 
¢ IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
seal) A.D red have hereto set my hand and af 
i ‘ : and fixed seal, at Trenton 
por 1 of s State, whose principal [TEN this Twer ] f September 
- 2 , State Sea 4.1) e thousand indred and 
= J Oet ¥ F $21.60 fifty-eight 
\ J P . b ‘ EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
: g e ag t 1 in charge ee etianiiend Secretary of State. 
nereof, upon whom process may be served), STATI JERSEY J Oct. 2. 9, 16 $21.60 
as ied with the requirements of Title DEPARTM F STATE -— —- 
4 rations, General, of Revised Statutes CERTIFICATI k ISSOLUTION SSEX OUNTY COURT 
f iminary to the issuing 7y all to whom these presents may come LAW DIVISION 
f 3 Diss ] Greeting DO hil NO 
Ww THE REFORE I, the Secretary of WHEREAS, It ar s to my satisfaction ( II. AC rie N 
te of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby duly at nticat f re wl ‘DGME: N 
rtify that the said corporation did, on the for r $ tion thereof | I e Matter ) a 
fr Sept r, 1958, f in y the s t of a the stock f tN bDW ARD Ss TOLL JR “ 
executed and attested consent riders ffice that t } ZABETH GARDAM NUSI 
the dissolution of said cor- BRONAD LING & ’ ‘ I itural guardian of 
ed by all the stockholders RESI ON JOHN EDWARD STOLI IR rt 
evid consent and the record rporat se principa f ea t ne t name 
f the pr Pye oe aforesald are —= on file ff e Tu JOHN EDWAR NI 
my said s provided t ke t g r ngt ELI SETH GARDAM NUSI is parent 
IN TE STIMONY WHEREOF, } Jer i guardian of JOHN EDWARD 
have hereto eet my hand and af W € ng th Sth “ 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton re and : 
} [wenty-third day of September = 











































































PATTEN, Certificate ute 
Secretary of State. Dissolutior Stat BR Py 
t 4 1 $21.60 NOW, THEREFO! I, the Secretary of seq 1 the Court being sat istic 
ae - State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | that t r are fu reas hic obi , 
STATE OF ertify that the said ration did. on the | ¢thoret - 2 
DEPARTMENT OF ST fourt r, 1958, file in| It is ‘on this dae bt Cakamiien O60 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION y office a d sted consent| ADJUDGED that JOHN EDWARD STOLL 
all to whom these presenta may come writing to the diss tion of said cor hereby authorized 
Greeting poration, execute the stockholders ( ; 
WHE RE It appears to my satisfaction. | thereof, which ent i the record “ ae pny = » 
é a eae record of the proceed- | of the proceed are now on file ce” et. la 
oluntary dissolution thereof | in my said o vided by law. - "ment to he 
ne unanimous consent of all the stock- IN INY WHEREOF, 1| | Paes Soa 
rs, d ited in my office that have t my hand and af F ae ietapie 
) ) CONSTRUCTION CO fixed seal, at Trenton hice 
ry n of this State, whose principal this f September, ny 
ff situated at 530 B rd, in| (Seal) A.D., 0 e hundred a 
: = eens vor and fifty-eig aid this 
New J I P llack EDWARD J N ¢ 
g the agent therein and in « harge thereof Secretary ee 
whom process may be served), has J ot. 2. Ss $21.60 “ily i 
an requirements of Title 14 — " JOSE! PH 
ener of Revised Statut 
Jersey, pos Nai te the wantee STATE OF NEW JERSEY mF Judge, Esgex ( y 
f this Certificate of Dissolution. DEPARTMENT OF STATE bee 
NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary »f CERTIFICATE OF LING OF CONSENT | Morris 
tate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | BY STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION | Attorney Plaintiffs ; 
0 (] E @) N E rtify that the said corporation did. on the To all to whom these presente may come, Oct. 2 49.56 
wonty-nixth dav of Santember ¢ Greeting ane 
e a excneiatd Re Rr gE WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, ; re Dated: J 29, 1958 
writing to the dissolution of eal ner ., by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | EST OF CLARA I. COLTON, deceased. 
LO C A T E D y ] a be oe ee ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | — Pursus “= of ADRIAN M. 
ry th which said consent and the record | deposited be wy that the hn the County (¢ 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file ECHA a 
my said office as provided by law a corporation state 
; naan si re e is « 
TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA oll ee ogg eM cc yeni a Pye ) the st bseriber 
313 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y. fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | Stat f New Jacob Paer their claims and 
this Twenty-sixth d of Sept being the agent therein and charge thereof, said p srarlle 2d, 
£2. A.D Cae : upon whom process ma be served), has date, or they 
fifty-eight. : comnuer with ibe requir ments he i. 14, ing aes, or 
, 4 : ‘“orporations, General f Revis Statutes, | recover ! the subscriber. 
Secretary, be fs ga preliminary to the issuing of this Certificate A HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
> Shey = that such consent has been filed IHN F. CONNOLLY, Attorney 
= NOW THEREFORE, I, EDW ARD J. PAT- 1 ‘ omir Street 
TEN, Secretary of State of the State of | Newari J. 
New Jersey, Do Hereby Certify that the | L J 11, 18, 25, Oct. 2 
said cor t d eenth day ———— « 
"Ss fice a duly | ES OF FLORENCE D HAGERTY, 
xecute and atteste¢ writing to lece 
the dissolution of said corporation, executed I'TLEMENT 
by more than two-thirds in interest of the Notice that the accounts 
stockholders thereof, which said certificate | of t! be cecutors of the last will 
and the record of the proceedings aforesaid r of FLOR ENCE D. HAGERTY, 
are now on file in my said office as provided be auditel and stated by the 
by law. reported for settlement t 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I | the County Court, Probate Division 
have hereto set my hand and af- 14th day of October next. 
officl: al seal, at Trenton, s 2. 1958 
inete lay f September, HU G SH DWI IGHT DOHERTY 
(Seal) AD. thousand nine hundred FEDERAL TRUST COMPANY 
and fifty-eight | Grosken & Moriarty, Attorneys 
SERvV/EGUIPPED TO REMDER YOU QUICK, EFFICIENT EDWARD J. PATTEN | SO Park Pi. 
ICE ON ALL YOUR PHOTOSTAT REQUIREMENTS a ee, of State. eee pas 2 =e sais } 
..J.—Oct. 2 2 »} L.J Sept. 11, 18, 25, Oc 2, 9 I 

























STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, 


To 


It appears to my satisfaction, 






































by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
PARK CAMERA, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whse principal 
fice is situated at No. 1139 East Jersey 
Street, the City of Elizabet county of 
Union, State New Ww. 
Greentield, being the ‘ and 
in charge thereof, upon whom process may 
ve served), has complied with the require- 
ments of Title 14, Corporations, General, of 
Revised Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary 
.» the ussuing of this Certificate of Dissolu- 
tion. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
f'wenty-third day of September, 1958, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
the which said consent and the record 
f the "proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHER EOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-third day of September, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. P ATTEN, 
Netter of State. 
Ld a) 2 . 16 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW J 
DEPARTMENT OF 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLU TION 
fo all tu whom these presents may come, 

Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of tle proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissulution thereof 
l the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposi sited in my offlee that 

LON \L REALTY CORPORATION 
a Cor m oof th State, whose principal 
ti situated at 11 € 1erce Street, 

the ¢ N Co E x 
Stat New Jer (Mi n Mo Unger, 
being the axent iu and in charge thereof, 
ipon whom pr may be served), as 
‘omplied with the requirements of Titie 14, 
orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Ilissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, tne Secretary of 
State of the State of N Jersey, Do Hereby 























Certify that the said corporation did. on tha 
‘ , i i _ t mt 19S file n 
tion of said cus 
the stockholders 
and the record 
are now on file 
r ed by law 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
hereto set my hand and a‘ 
my official seal, at Trent 
t Pwr l Septem 
Seal) A.D) ‘ t sand nine hundred 
SDPWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary f State. 
J “ 2 Ort. 2. 9 $21.60 
September 17, 1958 
OF JOHN S ASTIAN ELLIOT! 
Vursua the order of ADRIAN M 
f the County of 
n the ication of 
r of said deceased, 
to the creditors of 
t to the subscriber 
ion, their claims and 
tate of said deceased, 
this date, or they 
from prosecuting or 
re ering the same against the subscriber. 
rHE HOW ART) SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
SMITH, SLINGERLAND, TRAUTH 
& HO 1Z A 
744 OB 1 street 
New a Neo 
S t 20 het 2 Gg lt 23 
S7 ATE OF NEW JERSEY 
I ARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFI ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
fo all to whom these presenta may come 
tireet ny 
Witt RE AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
ily authenticated record of the proceed 
nes fer the voluntary dissolution’ thereof 
the unanimous consent of a@il the stock- 
si in my office that 
ANE CORPORATION 
this State, whose principal 


gn 


Jersey (8 























erein and in «¢ sharge thereof 
wess may be served), has 
] i requirements of Title 14 
reerations, Genera f Revised Statutes 
f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
f thia Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
te of the State of New J 7, Do Hereby 
tify that the sai on the 
went id file in 
ff t consent 
writing t the said cor- 
wration, executed ckholdera 
hereof, which said record 
r¢ proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
r y said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMGNY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto s my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-second da f September, 
Sea A.D one thousand nine hundred 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
J Sey ) Oct. 2. 9 
STATE OF NEW “JERSEY 
DEEPA RTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
» all to whom these presents may come, 
rs t y sati 
rd the 
lissolution » 
t of all the stock- 
office that 
CORPORATION 


who: we pri nei pal 
I 





to the teouing 











i lution 
THERE FORE, I, the Secretary of 
f the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
that the said corporation did. on the 
writ 
rat 1 
al 
if the 
my * ~J by law 
C WHEREOF, I 
hare bereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official sea at Trenton 
t Twenty-s 1 f September, 
Seal) ~ I» one thousand ne hundred 
1 right 
E pw ARD J. PATTEN., 
Recretary af tat 
J Sept. 25, Oct. 2, ¢ $21.60 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Tv all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders, deposited in my office that 

JOHN T. LYMAN, INC. 

# corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. Claremont Avenue and 
Pine Street, in the Town of Montclair, 
(ounty of Essex, State of New Jersey 
(William Lyman, being the agent therein and 
in charge thereof, upon whom process may 
be served), bas complied with the require 
ments ef Title 14, Corporations, General, of 
Revised Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary 
to the issuing of this Certificate of Dissolu- 
tion 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-sixth day of September, 1958, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are pow on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-sixth day of September, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
- and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Act. 2, 9, 16 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereef 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders, deposited in my office that 

ENTERPRISE EMBROIDERY WORKS 
a# corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 2200 Bergenline Ave- 
nue, in the City of Union City, County of 
Iludson, State of New Jersey (William 
Halsch, being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
(ertify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-fifth day of September, 1958, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-fifth day of September, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Oct. 2, 9, 16 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEP ARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 
Greeting 
WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction 
by July anthenticated record of the proceed 
foxs for the voluntary dissolution thereo’ 
by the unanimous consent of al! the stock 
bolders, denosited tn mv office that 
LA TAN REALTY CORP. 


a corporation of this State, whose principal | 


office is situated at No. 1604 Lambert Mill 
Road, in the Township of Scotch Plains, 
County of Union, State of New Jersey 
(David Tanenbaum, being the agent therein 
and in charge thereof, upon whom process may 
be served), has complied with the require- 
ments of Title 14, Corporations, General, of 
Revised Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary 
to the issuing of this Certificate of Dissolu- 
tion 
NOW, THEREFORE, Tf. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-fourth day of September, 1958, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-fourth day of September, 


(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | 


and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Oct. 2, 9, 16 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To «all to whom these presents may come 

tireeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by «nly anthenticated record of the p 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by tbe unanimous consent of all the stock 
hold» rs ‘eposited in my office that 
BARBEL PRECISION PARTS CO. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at } 40 Journal Square, 
in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Maurice Krivit, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations General, of Revised Statvtes 
of New Jersey preliminary to the ‘ssuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW. THEREFORE I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Du Hereby 
Certifv that the said corporation did on the 
Twenty-sixth day of September, 1958, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty-sixth day of September, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretaru of State. 
L.J.—Oct. 2, 9, 16 $21.60 








TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will | 
apply to the Hudson County Court, Court | 


Jersey City on October 31, 1958 at 
k in the forenoon, for a judgment 
to assume the nes of ‘FRE D MAX GLOVIN 
and ager ing INA GLOVIN and for their 
minor children to assume the names of 
MICHAEL How ARD GLOVIN and WIL- 
LIAM IRA GLOVIN 

MAX G “etd epee 















FLORE LOVINSKY 
W. LEONARD 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
449 - 60th Street 
West New York, New Jersov 
L.J.—Oct. 2, 9, 16, 23 $11.34 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting. 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders, deposited in my office that 

METROPOLITAN ESTATES, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 605 Broad Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Joseph J. Biunno, 
being the agent therein and in charge therev! 
upun whom process may be served), ha> 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 


Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes | 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuins | 


of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary vu! 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Heret 
Certify that the said corporation did, on th: 
Eighteenth day of September, 1958, file in my 


office a duly executed and attested cuusent | 


in writing to the dissolution of said cur 
poration, executed by all the stuckholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on Nile 
in my said office as provided by law. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 |. 


bave hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official sea!, at Trenton 
this Eighteenth day of September, 


(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 


and fifty nt 
EDWARD 3 “PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Sept. 25, Oct. 2, 9 $21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
LUCA CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situate] at No. 850 Second Avenue, 
in the City of Elizabeth, County of Union, 
State of New Jersey (Michael  Luchio, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
f this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Seventeenth day of September, 1958, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Seventeenth day of September, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
L,.J Sept. 25, Oct. 2. 9 $21.60 











STATE OF NEW gl 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may cage, 

Creetina: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
»y dnly anthenticated record of the proceed 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
xy the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders. 4 sited in my office that 

BERN'S ARMY & NAVY, INC 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 





office is situated at No. 284 Market Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State f New Jersey (A:  E: slow, 





wing the agent therein and in charge the reof, 
ipon whom process may be served), has 
omplied with the requirements of Title 14 
‘orporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 

f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did, 
Twenty-second day of August, 1958, 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, exeented by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-second di of August, 
(Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Sept. 25, Oct. 2. 9 $21.60 








Dated: Aneta 27, 1958 
ESTATE OF STEPHEN G. RICH, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
netice is hereby given to the creditors 
of said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 
GEORGE DINES 

MANFRED KLINGENSTEIN 

JOSEPH M. RICH 

MARIAN S. RICH 











| HERMAN B. LICKS, Attorney 





6 W. So. Orange Avenue 
South Orange, 


L.J.—-Sept. 4, 11, 18, 25, Oct. 2 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ail to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders, deposited in my office that 

“HILL HOLDING CO.” 
# corporation of this State, whose principa! 
office is situated at No. 29 Hill Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Abe Schiffman, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 


upon whom process may be served), hae! > 


complied with the requirements of Title 14 


Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing ; 


of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
N 


THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Herebr 
Certify that the said corporation did. on th« 
Fifteenth day of September, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, V] 


have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Fifteenth day of September, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretarw of State. 
L.J.—Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2 $21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


presents may come, 


lt appears to my satisfaction, 
authenticated record of the proceed 





ud ip charge thereof, 





may of Title 14, 














consent and the record 
proceedings aforesaid are now 
said office as provided by law. 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF 


these presents may coms 


It appears to my satisfaction, 
record of the proceed 





‘and * charge thereof, 








ily executed and attested consent 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 


set my — and af 


s i cn nd day of f Se ptembe r, 





Secretary of state. 








Mortgaged Premises. 





| @ corporat 





particularly described, 





from South Thi rteenth Street ; 





ao passing through the center | 








parallel with South 





along the same westerly 


amount of the Judgment 














. ©. 


ANNIE KITCHELL, 
a udited and stated = the | ; 























assignment for the | 
NATHAN TURESEY, 
| Tenth day 
| in writir 


of the City of New- 








hor was e ngag zed in the business | 





tors must be presented 
beng ens 





‘m mths fro m oa date iereot, 

















STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To ali to whom these presenta may come, | 


Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. } 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | 


holders, deposited in my office that 
HOLLYWOOD-ORANGE CORP. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 

office is situated at No. 14-16 Hollywood Ave- 

nue, in the City of East Orange, County of | 

Essex, State of New Jersey (Burton W. 

Weiner, being the agent therein and in charge | 


thereof, upon whom process may be served), | 92 


has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, prelimi inary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Tenth day of September, 1958, file in my 

| 1 executed and attested consent 

to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
whi said consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
n my said office as provided by law 
3 TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
nc my official seal, at Trenton 
tl Tenth day of September, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2 $21.60 


















STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly saibaee icated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

MERRISON REALTY CO., INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 50 Main Street, in 
the City of Hackensack, County of Bergen, 
State of New Jersey (Leo Mazer, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
1pon whom process may be served), has 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the Issuing 

f this Certiticate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Tenth day of September, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
n writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 

this Tenth day of September, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 

fifty-eight. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 


| L.J.—Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
‘ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these vresents may come 


trevetin. 
“HEREAS. I[t appears to my satisfaction 
lul¥ authenticated record of the proc 
ye for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
7 the inanim» us consent of ail the stock- 
a. waited in mv office at 
GREYLOC K CONSTRUC TION CO., INC. 
ion of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 6 Donald Avenue, 
in the City of Passaic, County of Passaic, 
State of New Jersey (Julius Wilensky, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
Ipon whom process may be served), has 
ompilied with the requirements of Title 14, 
‘orporations. (seneral, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the Issuing 
f this (Certificate f Dissolution 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
ttate of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
“tify that the eald corporation did. on the 
Tenth day of September, 1958, file in my 








fice a duly executed and attested consent | F 


a writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
ration. executed by all the stockholders 
ereof. which said consent and the record 
the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. J] 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal at Trenton 
this Tenth day of September, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
He ha ooh 
EDWA J. PATTEN. 
en of State. 


| L.J.—Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
i for the vo'untary dissolution thereof 
y the unanimonvs consent of all the stock- 
ders, deposited in mv office that 


VIC TANNY HACKENSACK INC. 











ce is situated at No. 400 - 38th Street, in 
the City of Union City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Marvel Platoff, 


| being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 


upon whom process may be served). has 


complied with the requirements of Title 14 
| Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
|of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 


f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey De Hereb 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 

of September, 1958, file in my 
ily executed and attested consent 
to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the -<tockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of tne proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my sai id office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official sew#l. at Trenton, 

this Tenth day of September, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 

fifty-eight. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 


Secretaru of State. 





office a 





| L.J.—Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2 $21.60 





‘consent and the record of the 


corporation of this State, whose principal | 


STATEMENT OF OWNERSHIP, 
MANAGEMENT, AND CIRCULATION 
REQUIRED BY THE ACT OF OONGRESS 
OF AUGUST 24, 1912, 

AS AMENDED BY THE ACTS OF 
MARCH 3, 1933, AND JULY 2, 1946 
(Title 39, United States Code, Section 233) 
Of New Jersey Law Journal, 
published weekly at Newark, New Jersey 

for October 1, 1958 

1. The names and addresses of the ; 
lisher, editor, managing editor and busin, 
managers are: Publisher: Aaron Skinder, 
New Jersey Law Journal Publishing > 24 
| Edison Place, Newark 2, N. J.; Editor 
Joseph Harrison, 744 Broad Street, Newark 

; Managing Editor: Jerome L. Trach. 
24 Edison Place, Newark 2, N 
iness manager: Aaron Skinder, 24 Edis 2 
Place, Newark 2, N. 

2. The owner is: Aaron Skinder, t/a New 
Jersey Law Journa! Publishing Co., 24 F d se o 
Place, Newark 2, N. 

3. The known bondholders, mortgag-es, 
and other security holders, owning or holJing 
1 percent or more of total amount of b 
mortgages, or other securities are: None. 

4. Paragraphs 2 and 3 include, in cases 
where the stockholder or security holder 
appears upon the books of the companr as 
trustee or in any other fiduciary r 
the mame of the person or corporati 
whom such trustee is acting: also the 
ments in the two paragraphs show the an 




















stances and conditions under 
holders and security holders D 
appear upon the books of the company as 
trustees, hold stock and securities in 2» 
capacity other than that of a bona fide owner 

5. The average number of copies of each 
issue of this publication sold or distributed 
tk hrou gh the Inails or cided to vad sub- 








dete show! n “above was: 4850. 
Aaron Skinder, Pub r 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 
22nd day of September, 1958. 
(Seal) Jerome L. Trachtenberg 
A Notary Public of N. J 
(My commission expires August 23, 1961 








TAKE NOTICE that the undersi ened wi 
apply to the Essex County Court on th b 
day of October, 1958, at 2 o’clock in e 
afternoon, at the Court House in the City 
of Newark, New Jersey, for a judgment 
authorizing him to assume the name of 
Alan Smith. 





ISADORE SMITH 
Martin Itzikman 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
24 Branford Place 
Newark 2, New Jersey 
L.J.—Sept. 11, 18, 25, Oct. 2 $9.45 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may com 

Greeting: 
WHERE 





it appears to my satisfaction 

by duly authenticated record of the d- 

ings for the voluntary dissolution 

by the ce ~ a of all the members 

present, tha 

ARL INGTON EMPLOYEES INDEPENDENT 
ASSOCIATION, INC. 


rporation of this 















issuing of 
Now 
State 


HERE 








SDFORE, I, 
1» State of 

C ve RTIFY, that 
tion <¢ on the Third day 
A.D., 1958, file in my office a dul 
and atteste consent in writing 
dissolution of said corporation, whi 











aforesaid, are now on file in my said 

as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
have hereunto set my han 
fixed my official seal, at 
t T d day of Septemt 

(Seal) Nine hundred and 
E pW ARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Sept. 11, 18, , Oct. 2 $25.2 



















ed: Septer 


ESTATE OF LOUISE AL ica. 
dece i 








the order of ADRIAN ¥ 






given to the creditors 
exhibit to the subsere 

firmation, their < ms ané 

the estate of said deceas+ 

om | this dat tae? 

rom prosecuting 

against the subserice 

ELWOOD 

Harold D. Feuerstein, Attorney 

60 Fa rk P 

) 











Dated: 

ESTATE OF LILLIAN IRE 
deceased. 

Pursua: 

FOLEY, 


JR 
Essex, thi 






> is he reby giver 
eased, to ex i 
inder oath or affirmation 
I t the estate 
ths from 
barred 
f same against tl 
GRACE GRAYBILL 
RICHARD M. GLA Y 
60 Park Place 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Sept. 4, 11, 18, 25. Oct 






















Dated: 
ESTATE OF MATILDA H. 
ceased. 
Pursuant to e 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of c 
Essex, this day made, on the apr 
the unders i, Administratrix 
eased. not hereby given t 
of id deceased, to exhi 
under oath or affirmat 
demands against the estate o 
rithin six months from this 
be forever barred from 
recovering the same against 
MAE H. SHERIDAN 
SKEFFINGTON, HASKINS & 
SKEFFINGTON, Attorneys 
98 Broad Street 
Bloomfield, N. J. 
L.J.—Sept. 4, 11, 18, 25, 





order 









e is 















Yated: August 28, 1958 


| ESTATE OF MARTIN T. MARREE, de- 


ed. 

ursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 

FOLEY. JR., Surrogate of the County of 

Essex, this day made, on the application of 

the undersigned, Administratrix of said de- 

ceased, notice is hereby given to the creditors 

of said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 

under oath or affirmation, their claims and 

demands against the estate of said deceased, 

within six months from this date, or they 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same against the subscriber. 
JOAN E. CUSHING 

J. ROGER CONANT, Attorney 

1184 E. Grand Street 

Elizabeth, N. J. 

L.J.—Sept. 4, 11, 18, 25, Oct. 2 











Dated: 
ESTATE OF AUGUST C. 


Pursuant to the order 
Surrogate 
y made, 
Execu 
notice is hereby given 
peer deceased, to exhibi 
under oath or affirmation, 
nands against the estate 
hin six months from th 
will be forever barred from 








j recovering the same agai 


STELLA BEGE 
Herrigel, Bolan & Herrigel, 
744 Broad St. 
Newark 2, N. J. ‘ 
L.J.—Sept. 11, 18, 25, Oct. 2, 8 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 








CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


order of ADRIAN M. 
whem these presents may come, f 


presents may come, 





It appears: to my sati an. | appears to my satisfaction, 













to ex! ibs t to the subscriber | i 














CELE . County of Passaic, 
DALLANE GRA, Attorney "y 





ud in “chat Ke thereof, 





Beko the reyuirements 
I 




















he State of New Beserse} 3 s 
: i said corporation did, on the 





ay 
=" executed an ad alee 









——. gpa A < now 























r success Irs, and against 





these presents may 'STBADER & MORGAN, 








authenticated record of 
































agent therein aud in charge 





with the requirements DORO tOTHY M. ai TE 


preliminary to the 








the State of ,* Bian ty Do Here “ } 
he said corporation 






july executed and attested | dissolution of said cor- 














eedings aforesaid are now on file | Rid 
said office as provided ] 











“NEW JERSEY 





Secretary of State. a Savings she Loan 











> OF NEW JERSEY 





ew Jersey Bao peg 





tT 





presents may come, 













by duly authenticated 





" disaolutian thereot 















































Se vecretary of _Btate. 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 










whom these presents may PEESEREE:| OE: CONST 







It appears to my satisfaction 











t Giese = in charge t being the agent Pricer 











STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEP ARTMENT OF STATE 
OF DISSOLUTION 





State of New Jersey, 
e sai id cor — di d, 





lly exectited and pac co nsent It appears to my satisfaction 








+ 





of the pr eved Oe af 








STIMONY WHE RE OF, 





¢ my 
_M ADISON LAUNDROMAT INC. 

















1! be ing the ag ent 1 there and in charge thereof, 





















MORITZ i COHEN N, 





Pe of the County 





E so deceas a 3 
ocean On, Senn Ceccenee the undersigned, Executrix 







st the estate of said deceased, ffice as provided br law 


within six months 























Dated: September 11, 1958 
ESTATE OF MAE H. LICHTENSTEIN, de- 


ceased. 

Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application ot 


the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 





nuticg is hereby given to the creditors ov! 
said d@teased, to exhibit to the subscribers 
under vath or affirmation, their claims and 
demauds against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or the} 
wili be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same poets the subseribers 
JOHN P. NUGENT and 
EDWARD E. BU REE 
Nugent & Rollenhagen, Attorneys 


921 Bergen Ave. 
Jersey City, N. J. 


L.J.—Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2, 9, 16 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF 
To all to 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, 
by duly 
ings for the voluntary 
by the unanimous consent of all the 
holders, deposited in my office that 
CITY LINE CONSTRUCTION CO., 
a corporation of this State, whose 
office is situated at No. 89 Central 
in the City of Passaic, 
State of New Jersey 





DISSOLUTION 


dissolution 


INC. 


upon whom may be served), 
complied with the 
Corporations, General, 
of New Jersey, preliminary to 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the 
State of the State of New Jersey, 
Certify that the 

enth day 


process 











I of September, 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
jg wag which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official se@l, at Trenton, 
this Fifteenth day of September, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 


and fifty-eight. 
EPWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 





L.J Sept. 25, Oct. 2, 9 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To ail 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, 

by duly 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

holders, aeposited in my office that 
BROOK GROVE, INC. 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 
80 Bowden Road, in 
the Township of Cedar Grove, County of Es- 
sex, State of New Jersey (Frederick Leitner, 
charge 
upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing of 


office is situated at No. 


being the agent therein and in 


thereof, 
14, Corporations, General, 


this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, 


Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Sixteenth day of September, 1958, file in my 
office «a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 

‘ration, executed by al) the stockholders 
| thereof. which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


whom these presents may come, 


lt appears to my satisfaction, 
autheuticated record of the proceed- 
thereof 
stock- 


principal 
Avenue, 
County of Passaic, 
(Milton Werksman, 
being the agent therein and in charge — 
as 
requirements of Title 14, 
of Revised Statutes 
the issuing 


Secretary of 
Do Hereby 
said corporation did, on the 
1958, file in 


to whom these presents may come, 


It appears to my satisfaction 
authenticated record of the proceed 


the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 





in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 

have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Sixteenth day of September, 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Sept. 25, Oct. 2, 9 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all 
Greetin 
WHERE AS, 


ings for the 
by the unanimous consent of all 
holders. deposited in my office that 
ede INTERNATIONAL, 
‘ rperation of this State. whose 
office is sity ate at No. 
Street, in the y of Elizabeth, 
Union, 
man, being the ag 
thereof, upon 


voluntary dissolution 


INC. 











State of 








14, Corporations, General, 

of New Jersey, preliminary to 

of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, 


Certify that the said corporation did, 


office a duly executed 
in writing to the dissolution 
poration, executed by all the 
thereof, which said consent end 


{in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Fifteenth day of September, 
(Seal) A.D)., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Sept. 25, Oct. 2,9 7 $21.60 


to whom these presents may come 


It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
thereof 
the stock- 


principal 
1143 East Jersey 
County of 
ew Jersey (Seymour Isaac- 
ent therein and in charge 
whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
of Revised Statutes 
the issuing 


the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
on the 
Fifteenth day of September, 1958, file in my 
and attested consent 
of sa#id cor- 
stockholders 
the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





Dated: August 26, 
ESTATE OF WILLIAM L. 

Pursuant to the order 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the 
Essex. this day made, 
the undersigned. 
hereby 
of said deceased, to ex 
under oath or affirmation, 
demands ag: 
within six months from 
will be forever barred from 
recovering the same against oe 

ROBERT W. KUNZ 
JAMES J. SHEERAN, Peco 
1180 Raymor Soulevard 
Newark 2. N. J. 
L.J.—Sept. 4, 11, 





‘n to the 


ed, notice is 


n 


their 





this date, 





18, 25, Oct. 2 


958 
KUNZE, deceased. 
of ADRIAN M. 
County of 
on the application of 
Administrator of said deceas- 
creditors 
bit to the subscriber 
claims and 
nst the estate of said deceased, 
or they 
prosecuting or 
subscriber. 





Da 
ESTATE OF EARL C. 
ased. 

Pursuant to the 
FOLEY, JR., 
Fissex, this day made, 
the undersigned, 
ed. notice is hereby given to 
of said deceased, 
nder oath or affirmation, 





order 
Surrogate of 





within six months from this date, 

will be forever barred 

recovering the same against the subscriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS 

ROBERT A. HUEBNER, Attorney 

200 Market Street 

Newark 2, N. J 


| L.J.—Sept. 4, 11, 18, 25, Oct. 2 


ated: August 29, 1958 
ABERNETHY, de- 


of ADRIAN M. 
the County of 
on the application of 
Administrator of said deceas- 
the creditors 
to exhipit to the subscriber 
their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
or they 
from prosecuting or | 





INSTITUTION | 


STATE UF NEW JERSEY 
VEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULU'TION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the Voiunutary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous cousent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

ICTORY REALTY COMPANY 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
otlice is situated at No. 921 Bergen Avenue, 
in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (William  Boorstein, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 


upeD whom process may be served), bas 
cumplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 


ol New Jersey, preliminary tu the 
vi this Certiucate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
Staie of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Sixteenth day of September, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cur- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
vt the proceedings aforesaid are now on iile 

iu my swid oftice as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEKEOF, I 


issuing 


have hereto set my band and ui 
‘xed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Sixteenth day of September, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Sept. 25, Oct. 2, 9 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JER 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
iv util to whom these presente may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 





by duiy authenticeted record vf the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissviution thereof 
by the unanimous cunsent of ali the stuck- 
nulders, deposited in my ollie that 

YLES REALTY Co. 
a corporation of this otaic, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 11 Commerce Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Joseph Steiner, 
being the agent therein aud in charge thereof, 
upoR Whow process muy be served), has 
complied wilh tue requirements of Title 14, 
Corporatious, General, of Revised Statutes 
vf New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certiticate of Dissolution. 

NOW, LHEREFORE i, the Seeretary of 
State of the Stute of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporatic did, on the 
Twelfth day of September, 1958, file in my 
vitice a duiy executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissviutivng vi said cor- 
poration, executed by ail the stockholders 
Uherevt, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings afuresaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

. TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 














have hereto set my band aud af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twelfth day of September, A.D., 

(Seal) one thousand = pine huudred and 
fifty-eight. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Sept. 25, Oct. 2, 9 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JEI 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


Lo ali iv whom these 
Greeting: 


WHERLAS, It 


prcocuts may come, 


appears tu my satisfaction. 


by duty authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


deposited in my office that 

CRESTVIEW INN, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 26 Orange Road, 
in the Town of Montclair, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Michael T. Colonna, 
being the ageut therein and in charge thereof, 


holders, 


upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 


of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Vo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-second day of September, 1958, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
w writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereuf, which said consent and the record 
yf the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-second day of September, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 


(Seal) 


EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Sept. 25, Oct. 2, 9 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of ail the stock- 

holders, deposited in my office that 
UNEEDA CONSTRUCTION CORP. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 

office is situated at No. 11 South Plainfield 


Avenue, in the Borough of South Plainfield, 
County of Middlesex, State of New Jersey 
(Edward Santoro, being the agent therein and 
in charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), bas complied with the requirements 
vf Title 14, Corporations, General, of Re- 
vised Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary 
to the issuing of this Certificate of Dissolu- 
tion. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Nineteenth day of September, 1955, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided 


by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ! 





have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Nineteenth day of September, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty —, 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Sept. 25, Oct. 2, 9 $21.60 
Dated: September 10, 1958 
ESTATE OF HARRY SCHRAM, deceased. 


Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 

SARA SCHRAM 
Harold Markowitz, Attorney 


659 Eagle Rock Ave., 
West Orange, N. J. 
| L.J.—Sept. 18, 25, Oct. 2, 9, 16 
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Tox Planners Workshop To Conduct Tenth Session 
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The Tax Planners Workshop | shop I I, but on a monthly basis Corl 
will conduct its Tenth Session,! emphasizing new changes in the rear 0 = ——= 
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Accountants, will consist of the|This course will meet monthly | $33. 1048, 4047, 4050, 4059, 4061, 4063, ’ “PART TIME AS-| OFFICE IN ATTORNEY'S SUITE, Wi 
: ; #590 i with salary and chance or without service rust Co lldg 
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: flice M ic County | ral seowee = . 
the elements of Estate Planning,| ark tax attorney, a member of ury triats Ex 3 : NEGLIGI IN THE ATLANTIC STATES C 
including such topics as Life In- the Phi Beta Kappa Scholastic) ica Gaenaes ane eae eam ine, Sicntoames. I New Jersey ' 
surance, Buy and Sell Agree-| Society, and former Editor-in- ~ DISTRI L o NEW JI | INVESTIGATOR — A ‘ ' 
ments, Estate and Gift Taxes, , Chief of the Rutgers Law Review. | Trynton. New J JURY cas ES. ations and. experier ‘ 
> le > »S: H Dp > —_—_— — ~ — — — Xx 
and other rel sie mos Announcement Iudg th rt] LAW CLERK BUSY HAC KE. NSACK OF- 
Estate Planners’ Workshop II, shthiee eS ( KR |__ fice, Call DIamond 3-8810 for appointment 
é 2 ; 1 Sey aa Bess selec ‘a 
which will consist of nine John K. Hulse, Jr., has opened Pucshay. 4 | 1. AW CLI ER K WANTE D, NEW "AR K OFFICE. | as m 
monthly sessions throughout) offices for the general practice Midas clen et ails. Box 900 e al an 
1958 and 1959, covering the same/of law at 7675 Maple Avenue, | k« 5 to | WANTED LAW CLERK FOR ACTIVE| HEnderson 4-2230 
ies ¢ > > = arches rj the the Paters tigation office ’lease send brief ae 
topics as Estate Planners’ Work Merchantville 8. : | Sanne. Bos are SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 
= ae = Please tak e| - ST = = 
juired trial | CLERK WANTED FOR BUSY GENERAL | HANDWRITING EXPERT, EXA z 
= morandum 1 in fice in Union County. Call Hunter 6-1713. disputed documents, J. Howard 
lar w iat rk Re »w, New York 38, N.Y 
R s | RESPONSIBLE SECRI PARY WITH EFF I- 
pi pated tee TORT BT kane eee nee WORK DONE AT HOME 
29-57, ‘ good compensation, hours and vaes Ly Stenogr ¥ Service. Call 3.0 
C9S2-57 C127 Box 660 5822 or S.A 22 Cs 
The Approved, Compact All-State 0258) O31 —- . er 
PP ’ P CH2-58, C48 Ww ANTED TO PURCHASE § 
C1082-57 Passaic Pretrials ———— = 
—_—————— ESTED IN PURCHASISS Ket 
ee rt fn 
Bankruptcies BEFORE SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE y 
Ro BER r H. DAVIDSON 2-512 Or 
VI rRIALS - 
I ames of the Referees are abbreviate: iy. O r 14 : 
as f ws’ L-Lipkin T Tal lyn; F-Fishbery ‘AM a } f 
° I tN W m Henry Colbur iq I 282, 7 2 
Self-Contained ee ee ae a0. See 2 
0 ts $500 fr. L.T. &E solr 2 M 7, 248, 259 
COMPLETE J BOOK CORPORATE OUTFIT a nnRthasi insite Rett Sacemie Srey TO PUCHAgE. ALR coupes Hf Ma 
~ rr v.23 $12.464.9 as ee 2 377), 291, 305 pre pas = 7 Qn 
$1,710.00: refr. L. T. & F.; solr 1 ALM.-307, (314, 387 ae 
cam Sire ee CREDIT REPORTS: |} 
co AN, W I Ir 2 P.M.—295, 297, 299 e ; 
\ I New i ¥ 3 P.M 00 1 Ne 
S.giin: “assets R200. rete, “Lat @ Fe: | Thursday, October 1b NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 
includin HEN eonard a Parkway Men's M.- 341, 317, 318 WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manager 
g ehengee eppeteaeet D efi Id; y ! Pe te. MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J. 
FOLD-AWAY F.: solr. Bteven Wise: 823. °° od, 333. PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
. LDEN. Walter r 17 e ’ WIRE: Union, N. J. 
SEAL ct wi faves Dee a ae (831, 899)" —_— 
COURT JUDGE 
VIVIANO ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
aship RIALS PATENT ATTORNEY 
ity Crafton i Formerly Patent Advisor, 
\n-One 22 U.S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 
Chamber of Commerce Bidg., 
regrat 
6 pully 1 24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 
ae Reduce Mitchell 3-6136 
stores 
it : 
oo NORMAN N. POPPER - 
CONTAINS REGISTERED PATENT = 
a ec ATTORNEY ae 
Minutes on . eee wt ee ee OP ETRILI a nN. J ate 
1. Mi 4 stock Certifico 17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. 4: e7 
2. Copysante’ © seal im- eh Mitchell 2-1406 ha 
30. Corporat® Des Services avatladle to attorneys ony weld ¢ 






cluded aid 
et Seol 


ket on 
poe book. 


in 
rte se UnicorP 





KL 
3 DIFFERENT 





saditione ). 

heovy 

‘ orop-oPe? binder, 
ring: 


with 






OUTFITS 


STARTING AT 
*Optional 









pull out teb- 


$15.00 


Gold Lettering $1.00 
Printed Minutes $1.00 





New and already in demand, the Unicorp completely integrated 





offices. 







Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 
requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 






Write or phone for all necessary data. 


Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many yor 
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Announcement 


The law firm of Mason, Griffin 


& Moore is moving its offices to. 
201 Nassau Street, Princeton. 


















Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. (On Orders Received by Noon) 
MArket 4-5577 
ALL-STATE orrice suppty co. 


502 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2, N. J. 












Z. H. POLACHEK 


Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 
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TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
OF NEW JERSEY 









TITLES INSURED 
THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 
on the Certification 

of Authorized Attorneys 













A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION 


ACENCIES IN: Serving New Jersey + Organized 19 





CaMDEN @ FREEHOLD @ Morristown @ New Brunswick 
PaTERSON @ RiversipE @® Toms River @ TRENTON 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2- 7878 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKENSACK 






